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Congress for the benefit of Civil War soldiers and wit1ows of 
Ci ril War soldiers be brought to an early yote; to the .Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

5025. By l\1r. MORROW: Petition of citizens, of Petaca, N. 
Mex., indorsing legislation for Cinl War Yeterans and widows; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

o026. By l\lr. O'UO~TNELL of New York: Petition of the 
Publishers' Association of New York Oity, favoring the passage 
of an amendment to the po::;tal law restoring the 1920 rates to 
second-class mail; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

5027. Also, petition of the :\laritime .Association of the Port 
of New Yol'k, prote::;ting against the tranflfer of the American 
Repnblic Line to any other port ns a base of operations; to 
the Committee on the ::\Ierchant Marine and Fisheries. 

. 5028. Also, petition of Dand T. Warden, chairman Commit
tee on the Harbor and Shipping Chamber of Commerce of the 
State of 1 Tew York, protesting against the transfer of the 
AmC'ricnn Hepublic J.iue to any other port us a ha e of opf'ru
tiom;; to the Committee on tile :Merchant Marine and Fh;heries. 

5029. Also, petition of tile Chamber of. Commerce of the 
United State , favoring the passage of the :\fcli'adden-Pepper 
bill (H. R. 2) ; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

0030. By Mr. P ATTERSO.N : Memorial of .American citizens 
in mass meeting at Young ::\Ien's Hebrew As!'mciation A\ldi
torium, Camden, N. J., expressing ::;ympathy for the Jews of 
Uumania and petitioning Senators an<l Repref':entatives to voice 
protest against treatment of thP- .Tewish people of Rumania; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5031 . .Also, memorial of board of directors of the Maritime 
A:-;sociation of tlw Port of New York, protesting against tl1e 
removal of the American Republic Line from the port of New 
York: to the Committee on Inter;;;tate anfl Forei~ Commerce. 

5032. By Mr. PRA'rT: Petition of citizens of Kingston, Ulster 
County, N. Y., urgiilg passage of legislation further increasing 
the pensions of Civil War veterans and their widows; to the 
Committee on InYalid Pensions. 

130a3. By Mr. HAl\fSEYER: Petition of reRidentc; of O~;ka
loof.;a, ·Iowa, urging that immediate steps be tnken to bring to 
a Yote the Civil War pension uill; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

5034. By l\Ir. REED of New York: Petition of citizens of 
Ol£:an, N. Y., in support of a Civil War pension bill; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

50~;'1. By l\Ir·; ROMJUE: Petition of John S. Shane, Alfreu 
Yu11ght, and otilers, asking fm: increased pem~ions for Civil 
\\ar veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

!"i036. By :Mr. ROWBOTTO:M: Petition of l\Irs. Emma S. 
Inwood and others, of New Harmony, Ind., requesting Civil 
War pension legi:..;lation; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ii037. Also, petition of l\lrs. C. .A. FiHcher and others, of 
Newburg, Ind., requesting passage of Indian War pension uill; 
to the Committee on Pen ions. 

0038. By l\lr. SHALLErTBERGER: Petition of voters of 
Franklin, Nebr., reque ·ting Civil " .,.ur pension legislation; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

fl039. Also, petition of voters of Red Cloud, Nebr., requeAting 
CiYil War pension legislation; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pemdons. 

!"i040. By 1\fr. SHREVE: Petition for the pa. sage of the 
Uivil War pension llill, granting increase in pension to veterans 
and their widows, by citizens of Spartansburg, Pa.; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pem;ions. 

50·41. By l\lr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens 
of Jefferson County and of Bethel Township, Armstrong County, 
Pa., praying for illllllediate action on the pending Civil "rar 
pension bill ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5042. By :llr. TAYLOR of Colorado : Petition of citizens of 
New Castle, Colo., urging enactment of legiFlation for tile 
Civil 'Var veternns and their widows; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pemlions. 

il043. By l\Ir. TAYLOR of New Jersey: Petition of David T. 
'Varden, chairman committee on llie harbor and shipping-, 
Charnller of Commerce of the State of New York, protesting 

- ngaiust the transfer of the American Republic Line to ~wy other 
port as a base of 011erations; to the Committee on the l\lerchant 
Marine and Fisherie. . · 

5044. Also, petition of the Maritime Af.;sociation of the Po1·t 
of New York, protesting against tile transfer of the Amerkan 
Republic Line to nny other port a.s a base of operations; to 
the Committee on the Merchant M;trine ancl Fisheries. 

50-15. By Mr. TOLI.Jl~Y: Petition of 51 c·itizens of Greene, 
N. Y., requeHting increaserl pensions for Civil ·war veterans 
and t11eir widows ; to tile Committee on Jnyaliu Pensions. 

· 5046. Also, petition of 47 citizens of Johnson City, N. Y., re
questing increased pensions for Civil War veterans and their 
widows; to the Committee on InYalid Pensions. 

5047. ALso, petition of 0~ citizens of Afton, N. Y., requestin~ 
increased pensions for Civil ·war Yeteran:s and their widows; to 
tile Committee on Invalid Pen!;;ions. 

5048. Also, petition of 76 citizens of West Edmeston, N. Y., 
requesting in<:ren~d pensions for Civil War veterans und their 
widows ; to the CommittRe on Im·alid Pensions. 

5040. Also1 petition of 43 citizens of Stamford, N. Y., request
ing increased pemdons for Civil War veterans and their widows; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5050. By Mr . .ZIIILl\lAN: Petition of citizens of Washin~ton 
County, Md., urging immediate action and supvort of the hill 
'to increase pensions of Cinl ··war veterans and tlleir widow~; to 
the Committee on ln\nlid Pensions . 

SENATE 
~lO:ND.AY, Ja·JI 'Ua?"!J J'/, 19f2'/ 

The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. :Mnir, D. D., offcre<.l the follo~Ying 
prayer: 

Our Pather . and our God, Tilou nrt always rlealing with 
us very tenderly. Thou hast our intere ts at l;leart. Some
times we forget them and wander in by and forbidden path~, 
but Tl.lou dost wean n~ to Thy:;;clf. ·we ask that in all the en
gagements of thiH day there may be a quest after Thee, so 
that our heart~ may he ref.;tfnl om· consciences dear, and tl1e 
imvort of our doings acceptaule uefore Thee. 'Ve ask in .Jesus 
Christ's name. Amen. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read tll~ Journal of the pro
ceedings of Saturday laHt, wben, on request of .Mr. CURTIS and 
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with 
and the Journal was approved. 

CALI, OF 'rHE ROLL 

1\Ir. CURTIS. 1\lr. President, I suggest the absence o 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Tile clerk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk callPd the roll, anu the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
.Ashm·st Fletcher Lenroot 
Bayard Frazier l\IcKellar 
Hingham George McLean 
Blease Gerry ~!<'!'!faster 
Borah Gillett MeNary 
flratton Glass Maytlehl 
Brom;surd Go1I Means 
Bruce Goodin~ ~Ietcalf 
Cameron Oould Moses 
Capper Greene Neely 
Carawuy Hale Norbeck 
Copelan(} Harris :Sorris 
Couzi'DS Harrison Nye 
Curtis Hawes O~Jd'ie 
Dale lletliu Overman 
Deneen Johnson Pepper 
Dill .Jones, N.Mex. Phipps 
Edl!e Joncli. Wash. Pine 
Edwards. Kendrick Pit1mrtn 
Erm;t Keyes Uansur.U 
Ferris King Heed, Mo. 
Fess La Follette Reed, Pa. 

Rohinson, Ark . 
Robinson, Ind. 
Sackett 
Sheppard 
Rhipstead 
Hbortridge 
Smith 
Smoot 
Steck 
l::ltt>phens 
Stewurt 
Swanson 
Trammell 
TyAon 
Wausworth 
"'nlsh, 1\fnss. 
Wnlsh, Mont. 
\Varrcn 
W1ttl:mn 
·weller 
Wheeler 
Willis 

the necessary ab. ence 
from Nebraska [:Mr. 

1\Ir. NORRIS. I desire to announcf' 
of my colleague, the junior Senator 
HowELL] on account of illness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-eight Senators having 
answered to their names, a quotum is present. The l:lenate 
will receive a message from the House of Representatives. 

MESSAGE FROM TilE HOlJSE-E?."ROLLED 'BILLS SIGNED 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti
gan, one of its clerks, announced tbnt the Speal<er bad affixed 
his signature to the following enrolle<l bills, and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice Pre ·iclent: 

S. 3804. An act granting the eoJJsent of Congress to W. D. 
Comet· and Wesley Vandercook to constrnet, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Columllia RiYer between Longview, 
Wash., and Rainier, Oreg.; 

S. 4702. An act to extend the time for the cou~truction of a 
bridge arross the Kanawha River at Kanawha Falls, Fayette 
County, W. Va. ; 

S. 4740. An act granting the conRent of Congress to tile 
St Louis-San Frnncis<:o Railway Co. to construct, maintain, and 
operate a railroad bridge ucro::;l:! the Warrior River; 
. S. 4813. An act granting tl1e consent of Congress to the Min
neapolis, Northfield & Southern Railway to construct, main
tain, and operate a railroad bl'idge across the 1\linnesota River ; 
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S. 4831. An act granting the consent of Congress to the high

way department of Davidson County, of the State of Tennessee, 
to construct a bridge across Cumberland River at a point near 
Andersons Bluff, connecting Old Hickory or Jacksonville, Tenn., 
by way of the Gallatin Pike, with Nashville, in Da•idson 
County, Tenn. ; 

S. 4846. An act granting the consent of Congress to Tacony
Palmyra Bridge Co. to construct, maintain, anu operate a bridge 
aC'ro~s the Delaware River at Palmyra, N. J.; 

S. 4874. An aet to legalize a bridge across tlle Fox River 
in Algonquin To\vnship, McHenry County, Ill., auu for othet· 
purposes; and 

H. R. 14236. An act grunting the c-onsent of Congress to the 
police jury of RnpiUes Parh;h, La., to construct a bridge across 
He<.l Rirer nt or near Boyce, Ln. 

RETIREME""T .AND DIS.\.BTLITY FUND 

The VICE PIUJSTDENT laid before the Senate a communi
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pur
su:wt to law, the sixth annual report of the Board of Actuaries 
of the Civil Service Retirement and Disability Fund, which, 
wlth the accompanying papers, was referred to the Comn1ittee 
on Ci ril SerYiee. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

l\lr. EDWARDS presented a memorial of members of the 
Holy Name ~oeiety, of St. Anne's Catholic Clmrch, of Jersey 
City, N. J., remonstrating against the alleged unjust perse
cution of the Catholic Church by the Mexican Government ami 
the confiscation of church property in Mexico, whieh was re
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. 'VILLIS presented memorials of sundry citizens of Cam
hridge and Zanesville, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating 
against any nmendment of the Ro-called Johnson Immigration 
Act. which W"ere referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Verona in 
the State of Ollio, praying for the prompt passage of the' so
culled White radio. bill, which was t•eferrcd to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. 'VADSWORTH prcRente<l resolutions adopted hy the 
directors of the Brooklyn (N. Y.) Chamber of Commerce 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce and or: 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows : 

R-e:solved, That because of the renewed agitation for the construction 
of a deep-water highway from Montreal, Canada, to Dulutl!, l\linn., 
through the canalization of the St. Lawrence River, the remodeling of 
the Weiland Canal, and the deepening of inter-Lake river!', and the 
cre~tion of a hydroelectric powet· development in connection therewith, 
which culminated in the hearing ht•ltl on December 2 before the Board 
of Army En~inecrs at Washington, D. C., the directors of the Brooklyn 
CLumiJer of Commerce reiterate, for the third time, their opposition to 
the construction of such a w~tterway, on the ground that the expendi
ture of the money of the United States Government fur this waterway 
is economically unjustifiable and would be a waste of the public funds; 
and be it further 

ftcsoh·ed, That while not as yet convinced of the necessity for a 
waterway between the Atlantic seaboard anll the Gt·eat Lakes of ade
quate size for the accomruouation of seagoing vessels, the directors of 
the Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce belie'\"e that, if such a waterway 
is to be constructed, which will involve the expenditure of any part 
of the public funds of this country, its route should lie wholly within 
the boundary lines of this country, and shonltl follow to the greatest 
extent feasible the line of tl!e existing New York State Barge Canal, 
in whirh this State has invested approximately $::!00,000,000; fmd be 
it fUI"ther 

Resol·veil, That the fllrectors of the Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce 
bell eve thu t prior 1.o the adoption of any project for a ueep waterway 
l1etwecn the Atlantic seaboard and tile Great Lakes, and as a prelim
inary thereto, the existin~ New York State Barge Canal and its 
adjuncts, including the terminal facilities, towboat, anll barge service 
should be developed and traffic thereon stimulated in every po~:~sihle 

mann r b.v the State of New York a111l all other adequate agencies, so 
that this canal can be matle to fulfill the economic fuuction for whic:h 
it wus desiguetl; aml be it fmthcr 

Resolved, 'l'hat a copy of this reHolutlon be ~nt to thE' Governor 
nml State en!!ineer of the State of New York and to the Chief Engineer 
of the United States ..irmy, the chairman of the Committee on Rivers 
ami HariJors of tile Unitetl States Congress, and the Scua tors and Rep· 
se .. Bl:Hives from the State of New York. 

i\Ir. GREENE preRented the following joint resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of Vermont, which was I'eferred 
to the Committee on Commerce: 

Rcsol t·ctl by th e senate and 11ouse of ,·e-pr·e.~entatit•cs, That the atten
tion of the Director of the United States Census is called to the fact 
that the c11nnge in the time of enumeration of 110pulution from 
suwmer to midwinter in taking the census of 1920 added materially 

to the difficulty of securing a complete and an accnra tc enumera
tion ~f the inhabitants of Vermont; anu we request that, it possible, 
the bme of enumeration be fixed, as heretofore, in tlle early summer. 

'I'he secretary of stat-e is requested to seutl a certi!led copy of thls 
resolution to the Yerruont Senators anu Represcutati\· es in Congress 
and to the Director of the Unite(] States Census. 

S. HOLLISTER JACKSOX, 

P1·eside-nt of the Senate. 
LoREN ll. PIERCE, 

Speaker uf tlre Hou1:1e ot Representatives. 
Approved January 13, 19.:!1. 

Jorrx E. WF.EKS, Oot·ernor. 

STATE 01" VEil:\10:'\T, 

OFFICE OF SECllETAllY OF STATE. 

I hereby ce1·tify tbat the forl:'giong is a true copy of joint resolution 
relating to the change of time in census enumeration, approved Jan
uary 13, 1927. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set m~· baud an<l affixed my 
official sea at 'Montpelier this 13tll day of Jannary, A D. 1927. 

[SEAL.] .AAROX H. GRAX'l', 

Secretary of Sta/.e. 

REPORTS OF COM~IITTEES 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Agriculture and For
estry, to which was referred the joint resolution ( S. J. Re~. 
65) to provide for a national agricultut·al duy. reported it with 
amendments and submitted a report (No. 1256) thereon. 
__ He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill ( S. 3774) to permit meetings of 
societies, benevolent, educational, etc., organized under the 
laws of the District of Columbia, to be held outside of 
said District, reported it without amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 1259) thereon. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana, from the Committee on the Judi
ciary, to which was referred the bill ( S. 3634) providing for 
the preparation of a biennial index to State legislation, reported 
it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 1257) thereon. 

Mr. KJPNDRICK, from tlle Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation, to which was referred tile joint resolution ( S. J. 
Res. 131) authorizing the making of surveys. plam;;, a11d esti
m~tes for the irrigation of certain lands in tlle State of Wyo
mmg, under terms of the Colorado Rirer compact, nnd for 
other purposes, reported it with amendments and submitted a 
report (No. 1258) thereon. 

1\Ir. MOSES, from the Committee on Post Offices aud Post 
Roa.d~, to which was referred the bill (II. R. 13446) to restore 
the rate of postage of 1 cent each to privute mailing or post 
card8, reported it with amendments. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATIO~ BILI. 

:Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Appropriations I report 
back favorably with amendments the bill (H. R. 15641) mak
ing appropriations for the Navy Department and the naval 
sen·icc for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for other 
purposes, and I submit a report (No. 1260) thereon. I give 
notice that I shnll ask the ~enatc to consider the bill at the 

·earliest pos:-dble moment. 
Tllc YIUEJ PRESIDE.NT. Tile bill will be pluced on the 

calendar. 
E~ROLLED BILLS PRESEN'IED 

l\lr. GREEr\~, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that on to-day that committee presented to the Presi
dent of the United StateH the following enrolled hills: 

S. 4702. All act to extend the time for the construction of a 
bridge across the Kanawha Riyer at Kanawha Falls, Fayette 
County, 'v·. Ya.; 

S. 4740. An n<.:t granting the con~ent of Congre8s to the St. 
Louis-San Francisco Railway Co. to construct, maintain, and 
operate a rnilroa<.l bridge across the \Varrior River; 

S. 4813. An a<..:t granting the co11sent of Congress to the ~lin
neapolis, Northfield & Southern Railway to construct, main
tain, and operate a railroad bridge across the l\Iinnesota 
River; 

S. 4831. An act granting tlle consent of Congress to tlle high
way department of Da>idson County, of tlle ~tate of Tennes::;ee, 
to construct a bridge acrosl-3 Cumberland River at a point near 
Andersons Bluff, counecting Old Hiekory or -Jacksonville, Tenn., 
by way of the Gallatin Pike, with Nashville, in Davidson 
County, Tenn. ; 

S. 4846. An uct granting the consent of Congress to Tacony
Palmyra Bridge Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across tlle Delaware Ri•er at Palmyra, N. J.; and 

S. 4874. An act to legalize a bridge across the Fox River 
in Algonquin Town~hip, 1\lcllenry County, Ill., and for other 
purposes. 
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BILLS l~'rRODUCED 

Bills ·were iutrot1nC'e<l, reHd the fir~:;t time, fmd, by unanimom; 
cou:-;ent, the :-;ecoll(l time, and referred as follows : 

By :i\h·. J..jDWAHDS: 
A l.Jill ( 8. 530!1) for the relief of I'atri<:k .T. Purcell (with 

accompanying pavN·:-;) ; to the Committee on Claims. 
.By Mr. BAYAUD: 
A l.Jill ( S. 5810) granting an increase of peusion to Auna 

R Bell t witl.l nceomvauying papers) ; to tJ1e Committee on 
Pensions. 

By lir. Ucl\".AHY: 
A hill ( S. !1311) •!-ranting an increase of pcnl'4iou to Albert EJ. 

Alexamlt•r; Hlll1 
A l•ill ( ~. ii812) granting au iucre:u3e of ven~ion to Ellen H. 

Cross; to tl1e Committee ou Pen::;ious. 
By Mr. SWANSON: 
A bill (S. ii313) for tile relief of l\l. F. Snic.ler ; to the Com

nlittee on Claims. 
By Mr. WADSWORTH: 
A bill ( S. 53H) amending- the act of February 28, 192ti, re

elassifying the Halaries of postmasters ; to tile Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DENJi~EN: 
A bill ( S. 5315) for the relief of the 1!'irst National Bank, 

Savnnna, Ill.; to the Committe ou Claims. 
A hill ( S. 5:H6) to provide for the reinstatement of 'Varren 

l\1. Heuclridc~->en in the United States Military Acauemy; to the 
Committee on Militllry Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMEHON: 
A uill ( S. 5317) gnmtiug a pension to Reuben Hadden ; 

and 
A bill (S .. 5318) granting a vension to William Sylvester 

Bartlett; to the Committee ou Pem;ions. 
By Mr. ERNST (by request): 
A bill ( S. 5319) to provide for the presel'Yation, completion, 

maintenance, operation, and m;e of the United States Muscle 
~hoals project for war, navigation, fertilizer manufactur.e, 
electric 11ower production, aud other purposes, and, in connec
tion therewith, the incorvoration of the Farmers' Federated 
ll'crtili:r.er Corporation and the lease to it of the said project; 
to the Committee on A_~;,'1.·ieulture and Porestry. 

By Mr. STEPHENS : 
A bill ( S. 5"'20) to authorize the Postmaster General to can

cel a certain SC'reen-wagon contract, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Post Offkes and Post Roads. 

lly Mr. GOl!'l!': 
A bill ( :::i. uH21) granting a pension to Robert Blake; to tlle 

Committee on Pensions. 
B.v Mr. McKI•JLL..iR: 
A bill ( S. 5:~22) to amencl nn act entitled "An act to create 

a Federal power commission ; to provide for the improvement 
of Havigution: the cle•elopmeut of water power; tile use of the 
public lands in relations thereto ; and to repeal ::;ection 18 of 
the river and harbor approvriution act, apvrovcd June 10, 
l 920, and for other purposes " ; to the Committee on Inter::;tate 
Uommeree. 

Ry Mr. CA.PPER: 
A bill ( S. 5320) crenting the District of Columbia insurance 

fund for tbe henefit of emvloyees injure<l and the devendents 
of employees Idllccl in employment, provi<ling for tile admin
istration of sueh fund by the United States Employees' Com
pen:4atiou Oornmi~:4ion, and authorizing an appropriation there
for ; to the Committee ou the Dit;trict of Columbia. 

By n1r. REED of .Mi8souri: 
A bill (S. 5~24) granting a pension to Kate Litton (with 

accompanying paper:;;) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. WII.-LIS: 
A bill (H. 5:~25) gmntiug a pension to Grace I. Kunlde; to 

the Committee on Pensions. 
Hy ~1r . .1. TOHBECK: 
A bill (S. J:32G) granting an in<·rease of pension to Elizabetll 

Wudde1; to the Uommittee on Pensiuus. 
AMEXD~FJNT TO MILK IMPORT.\TIOX RILL 

~Ir. COPELA...'\""D ~;ubmitted an amendment iutended to be 
IH"opo~ed b.r him to the bill (H. R. 117G8) to regulate the im
portation of milk and cream iuto the United State~ for the 
purpose of promoting tile dairy industry of the United States 
an<l prote<:ting the public healtil, w.hich wa~ ordered to lie on 
the tuble and to be vrinted. 

PRESlDEXTIAL APPJUW ALS 

A message from tbe President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, one of his secretaries, annom1c-e<l that tbe I 1·esident had 
appro\ed aud signed the follO\ving acts ; 

On January 13, 1027: 
H. 2043. An act to authorize the opening of a street fi"OID 

Gl:!orgiu A\enue to ~inth ~treet KW., through squares 2875 
and 2 77, aud fo1· utilcr J>nrvo::;e.s; and 

H. 4393. Au act to authorize tile construction of a nur:-i'€\"i' 
l10me of the ColumiJia li0:4Jiital fur Women and Lyiug-iu 
A~.rlum . 

On January 14, "1027: 
S. 4445. Au ad to amend tile ac·t entitled ".An act to enable 

tile trustees of llownrd Univert'lity to develop an athletic 1ield 
aml gymuasium project, aud fur other purvoses," appro\e<l 
.June 7, 1924 ; and -

S. 4 G2. An act granting the consent of Congre&"i to the com
IDissiouers of Fayette and "·Tashingtou Counties, Pn., to recon
struct tile bridge acro,.:;s the Monongahela River at Belle Vernon 
Fa~·ette County, Pa. . . ' 

''FLYING AT CLOYER l'I.EI..n," BY WILl, ROGERS 

Ur. BINGHA.l\I. l\Ir. President, I a~k unanimons consent 
tilat there be printell in the UEOOHD au nrtide hy Will Uo~ers 
on "li"Jying at Clover Field," wilicil ap1>enred in the Wa~hington 
Post on yesterday. 

'!'he VICE PRJ<JSID~JNT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The article is as follows : 

FLYI:SG AT C~OYER FJELD 

Hy Wlll Hoger::; 

Now I haven't said anything here lately in the w;ly of _udvicf', I 
have just kinder been waiting !or Washington to see orne stutr for 
themselve~:~. But it looks like tht'y are all so l.msy counting the 
cusualties from "Old Crow" made by the United States distillerieF<, 
ot· is Smith going to be allowed to sit down, stanu up, or go home, 
or mnke Nicaraguan elections pure like ours, nnd dozens of minor 
things like those. Now I am ju~t back from California and in my 
official capacity as . mayor I naturally had a chance to look into all 
our resources in and around Beverly Hills. 

Now, the Government has .adjoining the outF<kirts of mr munici 
pality what they rPfer to ::ts an aviation fil'ld. • It is a fiel.u. It's 
a good field. It's called "Clovct·" aviation field. There is no clovt'r 
on it; neither is there any aviation . But tl.tere it> plenty of room 
for both. If the Army is not going to put any aviation on it I prr
sonally will furniRb . some clover for it. For I llon't want it to ut• 
misnamed any more than it has to ht'. It's situated near Hnnta 
l\!onica. It's where the "rouud-the-worlu fiiet·s" took off from. But 
we don't want to limit it to that exclusively. We would welcome Rome 
local flying; somt'body that maylle wasn't going any fartht'r off than 
Hollywoocl. We just want rnong-h activity thet·c AO that we won't ht' 
called a liar when we refer to it as an •• aviation field." 

Now in the Government "fiction" record!'! this is whn t this field 
Js supposed to house: "The Three hundred and twenty-second Pursuit 
Group, consistiug of the following units: Fnur hundt·ed nnd se,·enty
sixth, Four hun•lred nnd scventy-se~enth, Four hundred and seYenty
eighth, and Four hundred and se>enty-ninth Pursuit Squaflrons, the 
Three hnnd.rcd and eighty-fifth Service Squadron, aud a headquurters 
detachment." Now, In a prt'sidential message that would IJe the sta
tistics of the prcparedneRs of this particular fiehl. Now, here is the 
funny pnrt about it that will fool you. This whole thing, all these 
numbers anu different detachments are officered and manned up to their 
real strength. There is between GOO and GOO men all in the Air 
Corps Reserve that are there to gt't training at this field-more than 
in any other area in America. Conditions are mot·e suiteu to such 
training. These officers are all from the war and cost the Government 
$1G,OOO a man to train up to tbe time they got their commission·, 
anu they have rect'h·ed as much since then, HO you see they represent 
an inve,.; tment to the Govcrument of at least $10,000,000. 

Well, I hall hearu about the field, anu I ball hN\I'd about the mpn, 
so, us it was t·igl.tt across tlte cnnyon from me anu I hall never seen 
ony o! them flying from where I wa:-4, I ju'st saddled up an old plug the 
othN· afternoon and rode over. I thought mnybe they was uoing some 
invisiblt' flying thn t I coulun't see from over my way. I ~-<aw some 
big old "hnngat·s ' or hay-barn-looking things. I thought." "Well, they 
got them full of airoplanes." I rode up nnu peeped iu. I couluu't sec 
even an old broken pt·opellet·. Here was a beanti!ul field, GOO trnlned 
men, and if you think this is comedy that I am going to tell you 
you are cuckoo. It was so sad it wasn't even tunny. Six old-time 
At·my planes-six, mind you-of the type we traluell tht' lloys in I.Jpforc 
we went into the war. Here was GOO men offering to gh·e their 
time and risk tht'ir lives-withont p11y, minll yon-anrl hPre it; what 
thry have to do it in. :Made in l!Jl7, 10 yt'arR old. Talk about 
flying them, why there wasn't enough of them for some of the lloys 
to even l'lee. 

It 1lgure11 out that if eacll one of tlle.'le GOO reserves Flying Cor.vs 
wunt<'tl to kinder ket'p his hanu ln, it would come a1·ound to him 
to tly 1n minutes every month. Tbnt is if none of the planes Wt're 
ever out o! order, und they changed fliers in the air, when your 15 

' 
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minutes was up why :ron jumped out and another man jumped up 
in the air and took the wheel. Of course, if, say, three of these old 
planes was to die of old age, and leave you a flying strength of only 
50 per cent, why, then, you wonld only get 7% minutes, or about an 
hour and 20 minutes a year ; thnt is, in case all three planes keep 
going night and day 365 days in the year, to say nothing about how 
many would lose out on leap year. Now, an hour a year is not what 
you would designate as intensive training. Of course, it gives these 
IDPn a chance to do something else on the side ; their mind is not 
exactly taken np entirely with aviation. 

But don't go and sit down and start to rcconclle yourself with the 
fact that you are being protected on our west const by tlu~se GOO men 
all trying to get Into three planes at once. I don't want to be an 
"alarmist," but you haven't got near that much protection. Father 
Gloom is knocking on your door with the fo11owing new year's greet
ing : There is a little minor thing you hadent given any thought to 
after. You !elt so safe after knowing that we bad the six planes and 
we had the men. I bet you couldn't think of what it was in a year's 
gue.Qses. Its the oil. The Government lays out so much oil for each 
area for these reserve officers' training, regardless of the number of 
men there. In one area there is only 0 men, yet they give them 
just as much oil ~Is they give these 600. It looks like they are kinder 
Flore at this area cause. so many of them got back alive. So there is 
only oil enough to operate for one-third of the time, even 1f they only 
fly one-third of the time. So the month when it comes your time to 
fly your seven minutes, why you get out there and you wiil find 
everybody wni ling tlll they get in a tank load of gas from Washington. 
So tbe gus shortage cuts your fiying time down to 2%, minutes per 
month. 

So you are not getting very far on your $25,000 that you invested 
in the man when you originally started into the aviation business. 
M1·. CoolidgP., on necount ·of his economy plan, has suggested that they 
fly ns high as they can on what little gas they have and then coast 
down. In that way they get twice the amount of distAnce out of the 
same amount of gus. Now, of course, this old "economy" is a good 
slogan. It's a great horse to ride. But look out you don't ride it in 
the wrong direction. I! something happens to us right now nnd it 
comes to a showdown, the shape we are in with our Army, Navy, and 
aviation, there would be such a howl Coolidge would have a tough 
time not being impeached. 

Never mfnd appropriating all this money for river and harbor bills 
to get the rivers to meet the oceans. Say, the rivers will meet the 
oceans without any appropriations from Congress; the Almighty saw 
to that. If you got anything to sell, throw 1t on a flat bon.t and start 
It down tlle river; it will get to tbe sea without any locks and chan
nels. We don't want boats coming up the river. Raise what you wn.nt 
tlp there, so you won't have to sbip anything up. We better start 
doing something about our defense. We are not going to be lncky 
enough to fight Nicaragua forever. Build all we can and then take 
cure of nothing but our own business, and we will never have to use 
it. Tunney hasn't been insulted since September. 

If you think preparedness don't give · you prestige, look at Japan. 
We are afraid to look at them cross-eyed now for fear we will burt 
their "honor." Before they got a navy neithe:t:. them nor us knew 
they bad any honor. It ain't your honor that is :N'spccted among 
uations, it's your strength. Jupan or England either would have just 
as much honor without allY navy at all. But the navy helps to remind 
you of it. 

Holland, Belgium, Switzerland, and half n dozen other countries 
got just as much honor as England, France, or Japan, but you don't 
see tllem with a permanent seat on the League of Nations. 'l'he dif
ference is the navy. All we got to go by is history, and history don't 
record that " economy " ever won a war. So I believe I would save my 
money somewhere else, e-ven ff I had to work a little shortP.r-handed 
around the Capitol there. (Copyright, 1927, by the McNaught Syn
dicate, Inc.) 

TIIE OALENDAR 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning business is closed. The 
calendar under Rule VIII is in order and can only be dispensed 
with on Mondays by unanimous consent. 

.Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of Ca1en<lar No. 486, 
the bill S. 3027, making eligible for retirement, under certain 
conditions, officers and former officers of the Army of the 
United States, other than officers of the Regular Army, who 
incurred physical disability in the line of duty while iu the 
service of the United Stat{'S durin~ the World War. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the considera
tion of Senate bill 3027. Is tl1ere objection? 

l\lr. BINGHAM. I object. 
· The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The clerk will 

state the first bill on the calendar. 
The bill ( S . 2607) for the purpose of more effectively meetin~ 

tbe obligations of the existing migratory bird treaty witl: 

LXVIII--111 

Great Britain by the establishment of migratory bird refuges 
to furnish in perpetuity homes for migratory birds, the provi
sion of funds for establi::lhiug such areas, and the furnishing of 
adequate protection of migratory birds, for the establishment 
of public shooting grow1ds to preserve the American system of 
free shooting, and fo1· other purposes, was announced as first in 
order. 

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. ' 
The bill ( S. 2808) to amend section 24 of the inter stu te com

merce act, as amended, was announced as next in order. 
Mr. 'VILLIS. Over. 
The YICE PRESIDENT. Tile bill will be passed over. 

TRUTH IN FABRICS 

The bill (S. 1618) to prevent deceit and unfair prices that 
result from tho unrevealed presence of substitutes for virgin 
wool in woven or knitted fabrics purporting to contain wool 
and in garments or articles of apparel made therefrom, manu
factured in any Territory of the United States or the District 
of Columbia, or transported or intended to be transported in 
interstate or foreign commerce, and providing penalties for the 
violation of the provisions of this act, and for other purposes, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let the bill go over. 
Mr. CAPPER. I ask the Senator from Connecticut if he wm 

not withdraw his objection to taking up the bill? It bas been 
on the calendar for a long time. It bas had careful considera
tion by the committee. A great many people are interested iu 
the bill and would like to have nction of some kind on the 
measure. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill 
will go over. The clerk will state the next bill on the calendar. 

The CniEF CLERK. A bill ( S. 718) authorizing an appropria
tion to be expended under the provisions of section 7 of the act 
of March 1, 1911, entitled "An act to enable any State to coop
erate with any other State or States, or with tile United 
States, for the protection of tlle watersheds of navigable 
streams, and to appoint a commission for the acquisition Of 
lands for the purpose of conserving the navigability of navigable 
rivers," as amended. 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, if the objection is not with
drawn, I move to take up Calendar No. 308, Senate biH 1618. 

Mr. BRUCE. I object. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. :Mr. President, I rise to a. 

point of order. It is impossible to bear the proceedings of the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. - ~'he Senate will be in order. The 
Senator from Kam~as [:Ur. CArPER] mo-res that the Senate pro
ceed to the consideration of Calendar No. 308, Seuute bill 1618. 

Mr. CAPPER. I ask for the yeas and nays on the question. 
The yeas and nayR were ordered. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I think there 

is a misunderstanding as to t.be parliamentary status. What 
is the motion of the Sen a tor from Kansas? 

l\fr. CAPPER. '.ro proceed to the consideration of Senate 
blll 1618, Calendar No. 308. 

l\1r. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I thon11ht · anotller calf'n<lar 
number had been called by the clerk. 

Mr. GERRY. Mny we have the bill stated? 
Tlw 'VICE PRESIDENT. ~'he clerk will read the bin by 

title. 
The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. BINGHAM. 1\lr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Is it not true that before the Senator from 

Kansas entered his motion Calen<lar No. 441 had been calle<l 
and oujected to? 

Mr. CAPPER. I was on my feet trying to secuie recogni
tion of the Cllair. So I think it is in order to move to take up 
the bill . 

Ur. FLETCHER. I un<lcrstood tbe Chair to rule that the 
calendar was in order, and any objection made would carry a 
bill over and it could not be taken up except by unanimous 
consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair stated that the calendar 
could only be dispen~:;ed with by unanimous consent. 

1\!i. FLETCHER. But after a bill is reached on the calendar: 
a motion is in order to proceed to its consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is true. The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Kansas that the Senate pro
ceed to the consideration of the bill, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. The clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Just what doeR the bill mean? Doe~ it mean 
that e-very maAufa,ctur_er of a piece of good~ 
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M1; • . W .A.DSWORTH. Mr. President, a point of order. The 
motion is not debatable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is well· taken. 
The question is not debatable. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I was making an inquiry--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The derk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll. 
Mr. FLETCHER. I transfer my general pair with the 

Senator from Delaware [Mr. DU PoNT] to t.b,e junio~ Senator 
from New York [Mr. CoPELAND] and vote "nay." 

Mr. NORRIS. I desire to announce the necessary absence of 
my colleague, the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HowELL], 
on account of illness. 

M1·. JONES of Washington. I wish to announce the follow
ing general pairs: The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. HARRELD] 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS] and the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. ScHALL] with the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. SWANSON]. 

I also desire to state that the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
STA .. -FIELD] is absent from the Chamber on account of illness. 

Mr. GILLETT (after llaving voted in the negative). I have 
a general pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDER
wooD]. Not knowing how he would vote, I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. STANFIELD] and let my vote 
stand. 

The result was announced-yeas 40, nays 36, as follows: 

Ashurst 
:Horall 
Bratton 
Bruce 
Cameron 
Capper 
Couzens 
Curtis 
Dill 
Fen· is 

Bayard 
BinglJam 
Blease . 
Broussard 
Caraway 
Ed~e 
Edwards 
Fletcher 
George 

Fess 
l<'razier 
Go !I 
Gooding 
Greene 
Hawes 
Johnson 
Jones, Wash. 
Kendrick 
La Follette 

YEAS--40 
Len root 
McMaster 
McNary 
Means 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Nye. 
Oddie 
Phipps 
Nne 

NAYS-36 
GetTY McLean 
Gill-ett Metcalf 
Glass :Moses 
Gould Neely 
Hale Overman 
na rrls Pepper 
Heflin Ransrlell 
Keyes Reed, Pa. 
McKellar Robinson, Ark. 

NOT VOTI~G-19 
CDoapeeland Harreld MayfiAld 

J Ilarrison Reed, Mo. 
Denee.n Howell Schall 
du rout - Jones, N.Mex. Shortridge 
Ernst King Simmons 

Pittman 
Robinson. Ind. 
Shipstead 
Steck 
Stewart 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson 
Weller 
Wheeler 
Willis 

Sackett 
Slleppard 
Smith 
Smoot 
Stephens 
'l.'rammell 
Tyson 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass.. 

~tanfl.eld 
Swanson 
Underwood 
Warren 

So Mr. CAPPER's motion was agreed to, and the Se-nate, as. 
iu Committee of the 'Vhole, proceed'ed to consider the bill 
'(S. 1618) to prevent deceit and unfair prices that result from 
the unrevealed presence of substitutes for virgin wool in woven 
or knitted fabrics purporting to contain wool and in garments 
or articles of apparel made therefrom, manufactured in any 
Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia, 
or transported or intended to be transported in interstate or 
foreign commerce, and providing penalties for the violation of 
the provisions of this act, and for other purposes, which had 
been reported from tbe Committee on Interstate Commerce 
with amendments. 

~fr. CAPPER. I ask that the report ot the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce on the bill be read. It is short and I 
think explains the purpose of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will rend as requested. 
The Chief Clerk read. the report (No. 308) submitted by Mr. 

FEss on l\farch 9, 1926, as follows : 
The Committee on Interstate Commerce, to whom was referred the 

bill (S. 1618} to prevent deceit and unfair prices that result from the 
unrevealed presence of substitutes for virgin wool in woven or knitted 
fabrics purporting to contain wool and in garments or articles of 
apparel malle therefi'om, manufnctnred in any Territory of the United 
States or the District of Columbia, or transported or intended to be 
transpot·ted in interstate or foreign commerce, and providing penalties 
for the violation of the provisions of this act, and for other purposes, 
reports sai<l bill with amendments, with the recommenclation that the 
amenrlments be agreed to, and that as thus amended said bill do pa~>s. 

This bill was introduced by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. CAPPER] 
December 15, 1925, and was referrccl to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. The committee referred it to a subcommittee consisting 
of Senators FEss, CouzEKS, and 1\lAYFIELD. The subcommittee, after 
due consideration, reports the bill back favorably with two sllght 
amendments, which report was approved by tile full committee. 
· This proposed legislation was first considerell as far back as 1913. 
Exhaustive hearings were held, representing · both those who favor 
anu those who oppose the legislation. The blll bas been before the 

committees of Congress in each Congress since. It has been strongly 
supported by a · large proportion of · our population. The bill as 
now worded is designed to remove !'Orne of the objections by limit· 
ing the branding to mixed goods on the same basis of the pure-food 
legislation. This present proposal does not rPquire virgin wool gar· 
ments to be branded as the pure-food legislation cloes not require 
pure butter branded as butter. Garments of mixf'd wools or cotton 
usually called "shoddy," which might be sold as virgin woolen goods, 
under this bill must be branded, giving contents of the goods on the 
basis that the public llas a right to know what it is purchaRing. 

'l'be following minor amendments are deslgneu to clarify the mean
ing as it applies to linings, etc. : 

Page 3, line 10, strike out the period after the word "goods" anfl 
insert a comma ancl the following: "except that in tbe case of cotton 
warp fabrics, the warp of which is entirely of cotton and the woof 
of which iB entirely of wool, it shall l.Je suflicient to designate the 
contents as cotton warp and wool woof." 

Page 3, line 25, niter the word "reRpect," st·rike out the r<'mainder 
of the paragraph and in~>ert in lieu thereof the following: "to Iinlngs, 
interlinings, paddings, stiffen.ings, trimmings, or facings." 

The Chief Clerk vroceeded to read the bill. 
The first amendment of the Committee on Interstate Com

mer<.:e was, in section 4, on page 3, line 10, after the word 
"good..:;," to insert "except that in the case of cotton-warp 
fabrics, the warp of which is entirely of cotton and the woof 
of which is entirely of wool, it shall be sufficient to designate 
the contents as cotton warp and wool woof," so as to read : 

MISBRANDED GOODS 

SEc. 4. (a) For the purposes of this act, mixed woolen goods shall 
be held to be misbranded unless stamped, tagged, or labeled, in ac
cordance with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, 
giving the following inforonation : 

(1) '.rhe registration number of the manufacturer; 
(2) The minimum proportion or percentage by weight of the virgin 

wool, if any, and the maximum proportion or percentage by weight or 
each material other than virgin ,wool contained in such mixed woolen 
goods, except that in the case of cotton-warp fabrics, the warp of which 
is entirely of cotton and the woof of which is entirely of wool, it shall 
be snillcient to designate the contents as cotton warp aud wool woof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in tile same section, on page 3, line 

25, after the word "respect," to strike out "of the lining, illter
lining, padding, stiffening, trimming, or facing of any garment 
or article of apparel," and insert "to linings, interlinings, pad
dings, stiffenings, trimmings, or facing," so as to read: 

(•!} '!'his act shall not be construed as requiring any information in 
respect to linings, interlinings, puddings, stifienings, trimmingw, or 
facings. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

:Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I thtnk tllere 
should be some explanation of the amendments. With the ex
ception of members of the committee which considered this bill, 
the Senate knows practically nothing as to its provi!';ions, and 
certainly we know nothing of the effect o.f the amendments. 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, the amendments proposed are 
not important. As a matter of fact, they do not affect the 
vital principles of the bill. The bill, as the report states, 
simply undertakes to apply to clothing and other fabrics the 
principles that are now applied to food under the pure food 
act. The bill provides for the registration of the manufac
turers of woolen goods and for the labeling of all mixe-d woolen 
goods that contain shoddy or other adulterants. No labeling 
is required in the case of virgin woolen goods. 

Administration of the act will be under the direction of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, and it is the opinion of those who 
sponsor the bill that to a very lRrge extent its enforcement 
will be be automatic; that it will be self-enforcing. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will it require au organiza
tion to carry out the provisions of the act? 

Mr. CAPPER. The bill, if it shall become a law, will be 
administered by the present organization of the Secretnry of 
Agriculture, and it is the opinion of the Departm<'nt of Agri
culture that it will not require much, if any, additional assist
ance in the department. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, ·I will say to the Senator from 
Arkan. as that it will be absolutely impossible to administ<'l' 
the bill, as I think I can show the Senate, if Senators will 
gh·e me their attention a little later, when I shall <liscuss the 
que-stion from the time the goods go to the mill, from beginning 
to en<l. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, if the Senator from Kansas will 
allow we, I should like to · state that I ltope ample time will 
be afforded for us to go into this matter in detllil. I was a 
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member of the subcommittee v~-·hich ilwestigated thi~ subject fu.cturers themselves protested against Uris 'bill ·on the ground 
when the first bill was introduced, nnd ilie subcommittee held that if we were to force them by law to label gootlli a~ is pro
<'xhaustive hearil1gs. posed in. this bill, even w.here goods were composed eutirely· of 

I wns not familiar with the iliffE>rent terms used to designate wool, it would be almost impossible to differentiate bet\veen 
the different claElses of wool ; and, therefore, we bad somebody the ·classes of wool and would impose un intoleral.Jle cotHlition 
else l.Jrought in, so that those of us not familiar with the on the trade, eYen though nothing else were used iu the manu
teclmicnl phrnseR used migllt ha-ve before us an example of the facture of a given article than wool it~elf. I say thls because 
exact matter, and the effe<:t of the proposed legislation, in view I do not desire to make myself liable to the inference that I 
of · the facts as disclosed by these samples. We bad meeting am speaking i.>ecanse there is another fabric that might be 
after meeting; we had both sides before us ; and it was the used. The main :war is on the tlifferent kinds of wool, whlch 
opinion of tile subcommittee of which I was a member and can be and I am sure will be made manifest to thls bods by 
the Ol)inion of those who l'epresented the wool-producing States those more competeut than myself to speak familiarly as to 
that the proposed lnw was totnlly incapable of administration. the different types of wool that will be affected by this l>ill, 

l\Ir. \V.ALt::lH of Montana. l\fr. President-- and then it will affect the purchasing public. I shall, howcYer, 
.:.\fr. SMITH. When the mntter has been gone into as the discuss it at length in the course of thls debate. 

~enate should go into it to rtifferentiatc bet-ween the term "-vir- Mr. WALSH of Massa<.:husettl". 1\ir. President, will the Sen
gin wool" nncl wools that are used in the ordinary process of ator from Kansas state to the Senate what his judgment is of 
manufacture, I do 11ot think R.ny man here will agree to have the suggestion I just made? 
legislation paRsed that will emphasize by name a thing which Mr. CAPPER. If we can hu-vc an ngreelllent of some kind 
iu value doe~ not demand any such legislation. As the Senator that the bill would have further com;ideration as the nnfinif;hed 
from Utah has indicnted, I think it is easily demonstrable to bu~ines..;;;, I think it would be satisfactory to the Bupporters 
the Members of the Seuate that uot only is it practically un- of the measure. 
workable from an administrative Rtnndpoint, bnt it will be a Mr. MOSES. That kind of an agreement can not be mndc. 
detl'imeut to the consuming public of fabtics for clothing into Mr. "r ALSH of Massachusetts. I understand that the Scua-
which wool enters as a component part. tor from Idaho [Mr. GoomNo] has the right of way with hi8 

I wanted to expreRs thls much at the very beginning of this railroad bill following the pre!'ent unfinished business-the 
matter, and shall take the time to acquaint myself .more pnr- milk bill. Why can not the SC'nator u·om Kansas take up his 
tku1arly with the hcruings had before the committee of which bill following the bill that is to be presented by the Senator 
I was a. member. from Idaho? 

Mr. \V ALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I merely wnnted to ~1r. CAPPER. We have b~en wRitillg for months to reach 
inquire of the Scuator if he ilid not misspeak himself when be this bill, and I rather think it is probably a question of con
saitl t11at the Members from the wool-producing States were all sidering it now or not at all, so far as this session of Congress 
a~ainst this bill? is concerned. 

Mr. SMITH. I meant of the subcommittee. Mr. MOSES. Does the Senator mean this morning? 
Mr. :W ALSII of l\ioutana. ·Wllat representatives of wool- Mr. CAPPER. ·we have au hour and a half now for di. ens-

producing States took that position? sion of the bill. 
Mr. SMITH. I do not recall, and perhaps I may not have l\1r. MOSES. Oh, the bill can not ue passed to-dar; I can 

stated the matter exactly accurately; but my impression was assure the Senator of thnt. 
~hat the subcommittee's repol't was adverse. I shall be glad to Mr. CAPPER. The proponents of the bill will not ask for 
make any correction of any misstatement in that regard. any extended rune for discussion of the bill. 

Mr. 'V ALSH of Montana. That is what I wanted to know. Mr. wALSH of :Massnchusetts. May I ask the Senator if. it 
I was very curious to know . what representative from any wool- is a fact tliat the Republican steering committee have agreed 
producing State, either upon the committee or .. off tlle com- that this is -one of the measures which should be brought for
mittee, signified any opposition to this bill, except t11e Senator ward during this session of Congress? 
fro·m Utah [Mr. SliiOOT]. My lmderstanding about the mat- Mr. CAPPER. They have. It is on the program of the 
ter is t11at that is the only rift in the lute; that except for the steering committee, and we hope to bring the bill to a vote now. 
Senator from Utah, every re11resentative from every wool-pro- Mr. w ·ALSH of Massachusetts. Why can it not r emain on 
ducing State is in favor of this bill. . the program, to be taken up in the regular order on that 

l\lr. SMOOT. I doubt tltat statement. program'? 
Mr. Sl\IITH. As a matter of course, that may be disclosed 1 M:r. CAPPER. I have been trying for a month or more to 

here, but I do not think that statement i'3 any .nearer correct, 
perhaps, than the one I made; and I believe mine was in have it taken up, autl this is our first chance. I do uot want 
the main correct. to delay it longer. 

Mr. 'V ALSH of Massachusett'3. Mr. President, will the Sen- Mr. President, I present a statement - from the representa-
ator from South Carolina yield? tives of the farm org-anizations as to how the wool protlucers 

Mr. SMITH. I yield. _ and other li>estock and agricultural organizations feel as to 
this legislative propo~al. I ask that it be read. 

Mr. WALSII of Massachusetts. I should like to suggest to The VICE PHESIDEN"l'. Without objection, the statement 
the Senator from South Carolina, as .also to the Senator from will be read. · 
Kansas [Mr. CAPPER], that this is a very important bill. It 
is going to be illscnsscd at great length and very thoroughly The legislati>e clerk re-ad as follows: 
discusf'cd and very vigorously opposed. It is a departure into WASHJNGTo~, D. C., Decem-ber u, 19Z6. 

a new governmental activity that is fraught with very serious Hon. ARTHUR CArPER, 
nnd grave danger. It is JPOre bureaucracy. It is a precedent Senate. Of/ice Building, TI'as11ington, D. 0. 
which, once established, will never eud except at the expendi- JUy DIDAR SE~ATOR: l!'or many years the undersigned organizations 
ture of millions of dollars which the consuming public must ha:ve supported your efforts to s~cnre a tr11tb in fabric uill whicll would 
pay for the cost of labeling every product manufactured in the cnnble the purchaser of woolen fabrics to know whether or not sucll 
United States. It is a bill to promote the wool-growing busi- fabrics were made of virgin wool or reworked material. 
ness through special legislation. Tile efforts to pass such a measure now "eem Yery near completion, 

In view of these facts, I suggest to the Senator from Kansas and we wish to assure sou that onr intt>rest in the measure is as keen 
that he po::;tpone the present consideration of this bill anil not as it ever has been. 
waste the time until 2 o'clock. These people ha\e a right to We trust that you will accept no amendments and acce<le to no 
petition the Congress, and I do not object to the consideration substitute bill whici1 does not definitely designate woolen fabrics in 
Qf this bill later, but it should not he suddenly called up with- r<>gard to their contents so that the average purchaser will not buy 
out Senators having opportu~ity to prepare for the. debate. under misapprehension. Many amendments and substitutes have been 
Therefore, I suggest that the bill be made the unfinished busi- offered to the straightforward trutll in fabric bill which you have been 
ness following the milk bill, which is at present the unfinished and are now sponsoring. AU these amendments and substitutes are 
buRiness. Otherwise we will go ahead until 2 o'clock and useless and futile so far as real truth in falJric lcgislntion is concemeu. 
nothing will be accomplished. Very respectfully, _ 

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President-- . TnE NATIONAL GRANGE, 

Mr. SMITH. I will conclude wltat I have to say nt this T. c. ATKEso~. Tfashingto1~ Representative. 
time, for I propose to di!:icuss the matter at length during the b~ARMEBs. En~CATIONAL & CooPERATIVE UxroN, 
consideration of the bill, if it is kept before the Senate. c. s. BARRETT, Prcside11t. 

I want to say, in justification Of myself, that I am laying AMERICAN FARM BUREAU FEDERATION, 
myself liable to the charge that as cotton is very often used CHESTER H. GRAY, Wash:ington Representati.-~:e. 
in the manufacture of woolen goods I am here opposing the AMERICAN l•~AnH CoNoREss, 
bill for that reason. Not alone that, but the woolen munu- W. L DRUMMOND~ ~anoging DLrectOf'. 
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Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, I am very much interested in 

this legislation; but I am sure it is a waste of time this morning 
to uuuertake to discuss this bill with any thought that it is 
going to be passed. 

The committee on order of business, composed altogether of 
Republicans, has provided and recommended to the Senate 
seven different bills for a preferred place on the calendar. One 
is Senate bill 2929, the refunding bill, the first on the list, and 
this bill is the second on the list. If we could have some kind 
of an understanding that the Senate is going to follow that pro
gram, I am sure it would be in the interest of the passage of 
this legislation. . 

I know that the opposition to this measure is such that it can 
not possibly pass this morning; and if there could be some kind 
of an understanding of the Senate or an agreement tl1at we 
would follow the program at least for those two bills-first the 
interest bill, reducing the interest on railroads that are in a 
very serious condition and can not meet their transportation 
problems, and then follow it with this bill-possibly something 
can be accomplished this morning on the calendar. If some
thing of that kind is not done, it seems to me the morning hour 
is going to be wasted. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President may I interrupt the Senator? 
Even though the Senator from Kansas does not succeed in pass
ing llis bill by 2 o'clock, about so much debate has to take place 
anyway. In my judgment it is not a question of waste of time 
if it is debated even though the Senator has to lay it a·side for 
the unfinished business at 2 o'clock. When the bill does come 
up, it will take the same amount of time to debate it and dis
cuss it. I do not think the time is lost, by any means. 

1\fr. FESS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 

to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. GOODING. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. FESS. I am in favor of the legislation suggested by the 

Senator from Idaho. It has been before our committee, and I 
have gone over it pretty exhaustively, and I am thoroughly con
vinced that the principle involved is sound; but I should very 
much dislike to lay aside a bill that has been before us so many 
years, and is peculiarly of interest to the farming element of 
the country, to take up a bill that is in the interest of the rail
roads, or one particular railroad. As the Senator from Ne
braska [Mr. NoRRis] has suggested, it will take so much debate 
anyway; and if the Senate is interested in this particular legis
lation the debate will not be amiss, because there is a lot of 
confusion about the hill. 

A moment ago a Member of the Senate made a suggestion 
that indicated that he had the wrong constn1ction of what 
the measure is. The measure is upon the basis of the pure 
food law. It does not require all garments to be branded. 
It only requires garments that are not virgin wool to be 
branded. 

Mr. MOSES. :Mr. President, may I suggest to the Senator 
frop1 Ohio that, in spite of the illuminating suggestion he has 
made that there must be a certain amount of debate on this 
bill in any event. It is grossly unfair to thrust that debate 
in here on Calendar Monday, when there are so many other 
measures on the calendar in which individual Senators are . 
interested. It may be done under the rules, to be sure; but I 
think the course that has been adopted with the bill is likely 
to create some resentment against it, wholly aside from the 
resentment which might arise from the character of the legis
lation itself. 

Mr. FESS. Then the Senator from New Hampshire would 
want the bill kept before the Senate, because he is opposed to 
it, and any sort of resentment that might be aroused would 
/Je of ad vantage to the opposition. 

Mr. MOSES. I am speaking for Senators who are much 
more mild-mannered than I. 

Mr. ·GOODING. Mr. President, my only thought in sug
gesting that this matter go over was the interest of the bill 
itself, because I felt that if we could have an understanding 
that it would be made the unfinished business it would then 
be before the Senate until we could have a final vote on it. 
I know, and I think Senators very generally know, that the 
bill could not be disposed of in the morning hour. Getting 
back to Senate bill ~!l29, the interest bill, I think that bill 
is directly in the interest of the farmers, because, unless the 
railroads that are now sufl'e1ing from the present financial 
condi tions are relieved, then the freight rates of those par
ticular railroads will have to be increased by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. GOODING. I yield. · 
Mr. CURTIS. I would like to make a suggestion to the 

junior Senator from Kansas and to the other Senators. As 

this is Calendar Monday and we have had no call of the 
calendar for several ·weeks, I suggest that my colleague with
draw his bill and that we devote the time from now until 
2 o'clock to the consideration of unobjecte<l bills on the calen
dar. I think we can get through the calendar if that course 
is followed. It is perfectly apparent that no measure that is 
opposed can be passed before 2 o'clock. I think the course I 
have suggested woulu be a good way out of the situation, if 
there is no objection. 

Mr. CAPPER. Can my collea~ue give me any assurance 
that we can get consideration of this measure at a later date'! 

Mr. CURTIS. I think the Senator's bill is second on the 
list of those to be taken up on the recommendation of the 
steering committee. Of course, the recommendation of the 
steering committee is only a recommendation. Whenever we 
adjourn, during the morning hour of the next day any Senator 
can move, after the routine morning business has been con
cluded, that we procee<l to the consideration of any_ par
ticular measure. But the bill of my colleague has the ad
vantage that it is recommended by the steering committee, 
and it ought to be the second bill called up. I hope we may 
have a number of adjournments, after we finish the considera
tion of the treaty, so that we may get through with these 
bills on the calendar. I shall do everything I can to have the 
Senate adjourn us often as possible instead of taking a recess, 
so that Senators who have bills on· the calendar may have 
an opportunity to take them up. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I want to make this observa
tion : I am not inclined to resist the suggestion of the senior 
Senator from Kansas, but only to make the statement that I 
have seen the pending bill kicked around here three or four 
years in about this fashion. It is brought up, and then the 
author of it is asked to yield to some one with some other 
bill. Perhaps it may be desirable that we proceed with the 
calendar under Rule VIII, as suggested by the senior Sena
tor from Kansas ; but if we are to be asked to thrust aside 
this measure, in which all the farm organizations of the 
country are interested, in order to take up a railroad bill, 
about whose merits now I do not express any opinion, I am 
not for that program. 

Mr. CUR~'IS. Mr. President--
Mr. WILLIS. I understand that is not the purpose of tbe 

senior Senator from Kansas, but it is his purpose to promote 
the business of the Senate. I simply wanted to make the 
observation that as far as I am concerned, for one, I shall 
make every effort to bring this bill to a vote. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I am just as anxious as is the 
Senator from Ohio to have this bill considered. 

Mr. WILLIS. I know the · Senator is. 
Mr. CURTIS. My suggestion was in the interest of dispoR

ing of bills on the calendar. The Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. TYSON], who has a measure he is anxious to have taken 
up, has been trying all session to have it considered. Of 
course, he could move to have it taken up, unless we have 
the unanimous consent I am about to ask. I would just as 
soon that we go on with his bill as the other. 

I ask unanimous consent that we devote the time from now 
to 2 o'clock in the consideration of unobjected bills on the 
calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. 'l'YSON. Mr. President, I will a sk the Senator from 

Kansas to withhold his request for one moment. It seems to 
me we shall not get any business through at this session unless 
we set the various bills for hearing at special times. I made 
a motion the other <lay that my bill be taken up as a special 
order, and at that time the Senator from Ohio objected ana 
said that we would never get through with any business if it 
were made a special order. I have been waiting for a week, 
an<l it has been impossible to get the bill up, and there has 
been practically no business of any kind done during the past 
week except t~e action ?n the mater.nity and !nfan~y ~,.Jill, which 
was the unfimshed busmess. I believe nothmg w1ll te accom
plished until we get bills set in their order, and consider them 
in their order, until they are disposed of. 

I want to say that I have tried to be as considerate of every
body us possible, and I think, in a sense, Senators have been as 
considerate of me as I could have asked; uut I can not agree 
to allow any other bill to be made the unfinished business, with 
my consent, unless I get my bill placed in such a position that 
it will be considered. 

1\-lr. CURTIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
:Mr. TYSON. I yield. 
l\ir. CURTIS. Of course, the Senator knows that if the 

unanimous consent requested is granted, it will make no bill 
the un:finiEhed business. There is already a bill the unfinished 
business. 
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Mr. TYSON. That is true, but I would like to find out what 

the situation is. There is talk about voting on the bill of the 
junior Senator from Kansas. I want to know what is to be 
done with my bill. · 

Mr. ROBINSON of ·Arkansas. 1\fr. President--
The VICE PRESIDEl'."T. Does the Senator from Tennessee 

yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 
Mr. TYSON. I yield. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I feel justified in saying that 

it seems to me the request of the Senator from Tennessee is 
entitled to consideration. The bill to which he refers has been 
passed by the Senate in other Congresses, I think twice. I ask 
the Senator from Tennessee if that is correct. 

Mr. TYSON. That is correct. · 
· Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senate has expressed its 
opinion on this matter in other Congresses, and the Senator 
from Tennessee has been earnestly pressing for consideration 
of that measure. I suggest that it might be well to proceed 
with Ullobjected bills on the calendar at this time, if Senators 
are willing to do so, with a view to attempting to make some 
arrangement by which these measures which the Senate mani
festly wants to consider may be brought to the attention of the 
Senate. 

Mr. CURTIS. 1\Ir. Presid,ent, I would like to state to the 
Senator that if I can have my way about it,. we will have ad
journments hereafter just as often as possible, so that Senators 
may have an opportunity to call up their measures and ha\e 
them made the unfinished business. I do not think the pres
ent unfinished business will take very much more time. I do 
not believe tl1e bill of the Senator from :Montana [Mr. WALSII] 
will take very much time. So if we had three or four adjourn
ments these measures could be reached. I agree with the 
Senator that the bill of the Senator from Tennessee should be 
taken up. I ·voted to take it up; I am favorable to the meas
ure, and will do everything I can to help get it up. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. May I say, in reply to what 
the Senator from Kansas has suggested, that it will not be 
possible, under any arrangement that can be effected, to have 
consideration of all the bills which Senators desire to present. 
We know the situation, and we might just as well confront it 
fairly and fully. 

Preferential treatment is being given to certain bills. The 
majority steering committee has taken the responsibility of 
presenting a list of measures to the Senate, measures which, in 
all probability, aside from appropriation bills, will require 
nearly all the time of the .Senate remaining between now and 
adjournment sine die on the 4th of March. 

I do not suggest an effort to effect an arrangement under 
which every bill objected to may receive consideration, because 
that would be a phy~ical impossibility, as Senators well know. 
The calendar contains several hundred bills that have already 
been reported by committees, and from time to time, as tile 
session progresses, other bills will be reported, and it will 
not be possible to dispose of a very large number of those bills 
where objections are made. 

The emergency officers' retirement bill, to which the Senator 
from Tennessee refers, has been reported time and again by the 
Committee on Military Affairs over strenuous opposition by 
certain members. It has been taken up in the Senate over 
every opposition that could be offered,- and it was passed on 
two different occasions. I am suggesting now to the Sena
tor from Kansas, and to other Senators, that it would be 
fair and proper to accord preferential consideration for that 
bill. 

Ur. CURTIS. l\Ir. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield. 
Mr. CURTIS. If the Senator from Tennessee will consent 

that we may proceed until 2 o'clock with unobjected bills on 
the calendar, I will have a conference with members of the 
steering committee and see if we can not make some arrange
ment. 

:Mr. FESS. :Mr. President, will the Senator fm·ther yield? 
~rr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield. 
Mr. FESS. I tllink if we were not asked to take up some 

other bill, U;nd spend a ll the time in discussing it, but could 
follow the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas and consider 
unobjected bills on the calendar, the friends of this b·uth in 
fabrics bill would be willing to withdraw it to-day. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. In view of the last statement 
made by the Senator from Kansas, and the statement just 
made by the Senator from Ohio, I suggest to the Senator from 

• Tennessee that in all probability that would be the best 
procedure. 

Mr. FLETCHER. May I suggest that under the rule we 
will not consider the calend.ar again as a matter of course 
until next Monday, when w~ shall be obliged to t~ke up the 

calendar. Will the Senator agree that we may at some certain 
date resume consideration of the calendar? . 

Mr. CURTIS. I was going to ask that we set aside a day 
later in the week; but the Senator knows that that will be 
impossible until we shall have disposed of the treaty, because 
at any time those in charge of the treaty want the Sena-te to 
go into executive session, they may ll;Sk to have that done and 
we shall proceed to the consideration of the treaty. As soon 
as the treaty is out of the way, it is my purpose to ask the 
Senate to adjourn, that we may haye a morning hour the 
following day. 

1\Ir. TYSON. Mr. PJ,"esident, do I understand that the Sena
tor from Kansas agrees that my bill shall be placed on the 
calendar, in the order of proceedings, to be called up imme
diately after the bill of the junior Senator from Kansas? I 
wish to say that I do not like to agree to have my bill placed 
at the bottom of the list, JJecause it has a good place on the 
calendar now. · 

Mr. CURTIS. 1\Ir. Pr'esident, I have no authority to make 
any such agreement, but l did state that I would talk with the 
steering committee and see if we could not have the bill placed 
where it would ~urely be taken up. 

Mr. TYSON. I ask the Senator to have my bill placed 
immediately after the bill of the junior Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. CURTIS. I am not on the steering committee and I 
could not make that promise, but I will do the best I can. 
I ask to have my request for unanimous consent put before 
the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. TYSON. That being the case, and relying upon the 
statement of the Senator from Kansas, I shall not make any 
objection. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, let us not have any misunder
standing. I notice that the Senator from California is not 
here. I do not want any unanimous consent agreed to--

1\Ir. CURTIS. There is no misunderstanding. . 
Mr. NORRIS. 'l~here is no understanding on the outside? 
1\Ir. LENROOT. There is an understanding as to the call of 

the calendar. 
Mr. NORRIS. A call of the calendar to-day? 
1\Ir. CURTIS. Yes. 
Mr. NORRIS. It does not go beyond that? 
1\Ir. CAPPER. It goes to unobjected bills only. 
The VICFJ PRESIDENT. The Chair hears .no objection, 

and the request of the Senator from Kansas is agreed to. 1.'he 
clerk will proceed with the call of the calendar. 

PROTECTION OF WATER.SIIEDS OF NAVIGABLE RIVERS 

The bill ( S. 718) authorizing an appropriation to be ex
pended under the provisions of section 7 of the act of l\lorch 
1, 1911, entitled "An act to enable any State to cooperate with 
any other State or States, or with the United States, for the 
protection of the watersheds of navigable streams, and to 
appoint a commission for the acquisition of lands for the pur
pose of conserving the navigability of navigable rivers," as 
amended, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Let that go oYer. 
The VICE PRESIDl1JNT. The bill will be passed over. 
1\lr. 1\IcNARY. Mr. President, I am the author of the bill 

immediately following the truth in fabrics bill. My attention 
was distracted when the JJill was called. What is the status 
of the bill? 

1\fr. SMITH. It has gone to the calendar. 
Mr. McNARY. I would like to have the RECORD show what 

Senator objected. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that the 

Senator from North Carolina [l\.Ir. OVERMAN] objected. 
1\Ir. McNARY. Then I understand that the Senator from 

North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN] ·objected to the consideration 
of this measure. 

1\ir. OVERMAN. Is the Senator referring to Order of Busi
ness 3G8? 

Mr. McNARY. Yes. Is that in the RECORD? 
Mr. OVERMAN. Yes; I may be put down in the RECORD as 

objecting to the consideration of the JJill. · . 
Mr. McNARY. I simply "·anted that amplified to know who 

was objecting. I think there are no other objectors to this 
bill in the Senate. I give notice at this time that at the first 
available opportunity I shall move to take np this measure. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. 1\.Ir. President, I make a point 
of order. 

The VICE PRESIDEN1.'. The Senator will state his point 
of order. 

Mr. McNARY. I have said all I wanted· to say, and I am 
going to subside. 
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:M:r. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Under the unanimous-con

sent agreement only unobjected bills on the calendar may be 
considered. 

1\:lr. McNARY. I appreciate the rule, but I wanted to find 
out who was responsible for this bill going over, and I say 
again that I shall call it up at an early date. I am through. 

FOREIGN-TRADE ZONES 

The bill ( S. 66) to provide for the establishment, operation, 
and maintenance of foreign-trade zones in ports of entry of the 
United States, to expedite and encourage foreign commerce, 
and for other purposes. 

SEVERAL SEN A TORS. Over ! 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

CAPT. JAMES A. MERRITT 

The !Jill ( S. 2839) for the relief of Capt. James A. Merritt, 
United States Army, retired, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole and was read, as follows : · 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President ot the United States be, and 
be is hereby, authorized to promote Capt. James A. Merritt, United 
States Army, retired, to the rank of major on tbe retired list o! the 
Army, etl'ective as of May 10, 1921. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the thh·d time, 
and passed. 

THE CALENDAR-BILLS PASSED OVER 

The bill ( S. 454) to prevent the sale of cotton and grain in 
future markets was announced as next in order. 

1\fr. RANSDELL. Let the bill go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 2584) to promote the development, protection, 

and utilization of grazing facilities on public lands, to stabilize 
the range stock-raising industry, and for other purposes, was 
announced as next in order. · 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The resolution ( S. Res. 188) to amend paragraph 2 of Rule 

XXVIII of the standing rules of the Senate relative to nomina
tions was announced as next in order. 

Mr. JONES of Washington and l\Ir. WILLIS. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be passed 

over. 
The bill (S. 3840) to provide for the consolidation of car

riers by railroad and the unification of railway properties 
within the United States was announced as next in order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE and Mr. WILLIS. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 3821) to place under the civil service act the 

personnel of the Treasury Department authorized by section 
38 of the national prohibition act was announced as next in 
order. 

1\!r. COPELAND. Let the bill go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 3938) for the relief of the stockholders of the 

First National Bank of Newton, Mass., was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 2020) to authorize the refunding of certnin evi-

dences of indebtedness issued by carriers in interstate com
merce, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. WILLIS and Mr. LA FOLLE'l'TE. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 786) to amend the act entitled " An act for re

tirement of employees in the classified civil service, and for 
other purposes," approved l\Iay 22, 1020, and acts in amend
ment thereof, was announced as next in order. 

1\!r. COUZENS. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 62) for the allowance of certain claims of in

demnity for spoliations by the French prior to July 31, 1801, 
as reported by the Court of Claims, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. "\VARREJN. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 2770) to confer United States citizenship upon 

certain inhabitants of the Virgin Islands and to e:x:tcnd the 
naturalization laws thereto, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
Mr. BRUCE. Allow me to say that really it is needless to 

go on with the call of the calendar, because I expect to call 
" OV(l,r " on every bill. 

The bill (S. 3331) to provide for the protection and develop
ment of the lower Colorado River Basin was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. ASHURST. Let that go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 3473) to promote the agriculture of the United 

States by expanding in the foreign field the service now ren
dered by the United States Department of Agriculture in 
acquiring and diffusing useful information regarding agriculture, 
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

lrlr. BRUCE. Over. 
T:qe VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

SENATOR FROM NEW YORK CREDENTIALS 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I present the certificate of 
election of RoBERT F. WAGNER, elected a Senator from the State 
of New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BINGHAM in the chair). 
The receipt of credentials is a matter of high privilege, and the 
credentials will be received. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, the same should be read 
and then go to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, the 
usual course in such a matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The credentials will be read. 
'l'he Chief Clerk read the credentials, as follows: 

STATE! OF NEW YORK, 88: 

We, the secretary of state, comptroller, treasurer, attorney general, 
and state engineer and surveyor of the State of New York, consti
tuting the State board of canvassers, having canvassed and estimated 
the whole number of votes given for the office of United States Senator 
at the general election held in said State on the 2d day of November, 
1026, according to the certified statements of the said votes received 
by the secretary of state, in the manner directed by law, do hereby 
determine, declare, and certify that RODERT F. WAGNER was, by th~ 
greatest number of votes given at the said election, duly elected United 
States Senator of the said State. 

Given under our hands at the office ot the secretary of state in the 
city of Albany the 6th day of December in the year of our Lord 1026. 

FLORENCE E. S. KNAPP, 

Seet·etary of State. 
VINCENT B. MURPHY, 

Obmptrolle-r. 
LEWIS H. POUNDS, 

Treasurer. 
ALBER'l' OTTI!\'GER, 

Atton~cy General. 
Roy G. FINCH, 

State Engineer and Stwveyor. 
STATE OF NEW YORK, 

Ofllce of the Secretary of State, sB: 
I certify that I have compared the foregoing with the original cer· 

tificate filed in this office and that tlie same is a correct transcript there
from and of the whole of such original. 

Given under my hand and seal of office at the city of Albany this 
6th day o! December, 1926. 

(SEAL.] FLORENCE E. S. KNAPP, 

Secretary of State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Chair to understand 
that the Senator from Arizona moves that the credentials be 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections? 

Mr. ASHURST. No, Mr. President; a motion is not neces
sary. There is nothing wrong with the credentials of Senator
elect WAGNER. I have no doubt the credentials are regular 
upon their face. But I think it wise that the Senate should 
continue its practice of having the CI'edentials of all who Reek 
admission to the Senate referred to the appropriate committee. 
All I ask is that the Senate follow its practice. No motion is 
necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The usual procedure recently 
has been for a certificate of election to be placed on file with
out being referred to a committee. 

Mr. ASHURST. That was a lapse from the rule. It was 
because we became slouchy and departed from the proper 
course. I ask that we recur to the proper procedure and that 
the credentials be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator, then, moves-
Mr. ASHURST. Oh, no; the motion is not necessary. I do 

not so move. 
Mr. ROBINSON· of Arkansas. Mr. President, if the Senator • 

will yield to me, I suggest that the credentials be filed and lie 
on the table. · 

Mr. ASHURST. I have no objection to that course. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The credentials will be filed I Mr. JONES of Washington. I think it has ~een developed 

and lie on the table. The clerk will state the next bill on the since the Senator from Maryland has announced he would 
calendar. object to every bill. 

THE C.ALE~DAR-BILLB P.ASSED oVER The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will state the next 

The bill (H. R. 3858) to establish in the Bureau of Foreign 
and Domestic Commerce of the Department of Commerce a 
foreign commerce service of the United States, and for other 
purposes, was announced as next in order. 

l\1r. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 4106) to authorize and direct the Secretary of 

vYar to execute a lease with the Muscle S110als Fertilizer Co. 
and the Muscle Shoals Power Distributing Co., and for other 
purposes, was announced as next in order. 

l\Ir. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 2081) placing certain noncommissioned officers 

in the first grade was announced as next in order. 
Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
1\ir. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, let me appeal to the 

Senator from Maryland. I trust he will not insist upon his 
objection to the bill. He will place me under additional and 
great obligation if he will withdraw his objection and let the 
bill pass. I have never heard any objection to it from any 
source. 

bill on the calendar. 
The bill ( S. 4207) to amend and strengthen the national pro

hibition act and the act of November 23, · 1921, supplemental 
thereto, and for other purposes, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. BLEASE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 455) to amend the practice and procedure in 

Federal courts, and for other pruposes, was announced a::; next 
in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 477) to give the Supreme Court of the Unite(l 

State authority to make and publish rules . in common-law 
actions was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
Mr. ERNST. Mr. President, I move that the bill be taken 

up for consideration, notwithRtanding the objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. In view of the unanimous

consent agreement of the Senate to proceed to the cousidera
tion of unobjected bills on the calendar, the Senator's motion 
is not in order at this time. The clerk will state the next bill 
on the calendar. The PRESIDING OFFICER . . Is the objection withdrawn? 

The bill ( S. 4027) to authorize the construction of three cot
'J:'he clerk will state the next tages and an annex to the hospital at the National Home for 

l\ir. BRUCE. It is not. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

bill on the calendar. Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Marion, Ind., was announced as 
next in order. The bill ( S. 3342) to remove clouds from the title of the 

Verde River irrigation and power district to its approved 
rights of way for reservoirs and canals and extend the time 
for construction of its project, and for other purposes, was 
announced as next in order. 

l\Ir. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 4177) to regulate interstate and foreign com-

merce -in coal and to promote the general welfare dependent 
on the use of coal, and for other purposes, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. MAYFIELD and 1\fr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 8714) authorizing the Secretary of the In-

terior to equitably adjust disputes and claims of settlers and 
others against the United States and between each other aris
ing from incomplete or faulty survey in T. 1D S., R. 26 E., 
Tallahassee meridian, Lake County, in the State of Florida, 
was announced as next in order. 

1\!r. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 3533) to provide !or the better definition and 

extension of the purpose and duties of the· Bureau of Educa
tion, and for other purposes, was announced us next in order. 
. 1\!r. BRUCE. Over. 

'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 3255) for the relief of certain counties in the 

States of Oregon and Washington, within - whose boundaries 
the revested Oregon & California Railroad Co. grant lands are 
located, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
':Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
Tile bill ( S. 4224) - to amend Title II of an act approved 

]'ebl.·uary 23, 1925 ( 43 Stat. 1053), regulating postal rates, and 
for other purposes, was announced as next" in order. 

:Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 92) consenting that certain 

States may sue the United States, and providing for trial on 
the merits in any suit brought hereunder by a State to recover 
dired taxes alleged to have been illegally collected by the 
United States during the year~ 1866, 1867, and 1868, and vest
ing the right . in each State to sue in its own name was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFIOER. The joint resolution will be 

passed over. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, why can we not 

aecept the statement of the Senator :from Maryland that he 
expects to object to these bills and let the Senator from Wis
consin [Mr. LENROOT] proceed with the unfinished business? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think I shall have to call for the 
regular order. I believe the situation should be developed so 
that everyone will understand it. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING Ol!'FICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 9269) to amend paragraph 2 of section 7 of 

the farm ,loan act was announced as next in order. 
Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 9G94) authorizing the erection of a monument 

in France to commemorate the valiant services of the Ninety
third Division of the American Expeditionary Forces wa s an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 3099) to cede certain lands in the State of Oregon, 

including Diamond Lake, to the State of Oregon for fi ~h-cultnral 
purposes, and for other purposes, was announced as next in 
order. 

1\!r. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 4043) to permit the sale of small or inaccessible 

tracts of public 'grazing lands was announced as next in order. 
l\Ir. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 4247) to amend and reenact sections 3, 20, 31, 

33, and 38 of the act of 1\farch 2, 1917, entitled "An act to pro
vide a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes," 
us amended by an act ·approved June 7, 1924, and for the inser
tion of two new sections in said act between sections 5 and 6 
and sections 41 and 42 of said act, to be designated a "5a" 
and "41a" of said act, was announced as next in order. 

1\Ir. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. D268) to amend the agricultural credits act 

of 1923 was announced as next in order. · 
Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be 1mssed over. 
The bill ( S. 1143) amending section 1 of the interstate com-

merce act was announced as next in order. · 
Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 3574) to provide for the deportation of certain 

alien seamen, and for other purposes, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The _bill (ll. R. 10857) granting the consent of Congress to 

the Interstate Bridge Co., of Lansing, Iowa, to construct a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at Lansing wa::; announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The l>ill will be passed over. 
The bill (H. n: 11488) authorizing and directing the Secre-

tary of the Interior to sell certain public lands to the Cabazon 
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Water Co., issue patent therefor, and for other purposes, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
1\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. l\1r. President, if it is in 

order to exercise the privilege, I ask unanimous consent of the 
Senate to take up the bill of tile Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
BRUCE], na1nely, Calendar 656, the bill ( S. 62) for the allow
ance of certain claims for indemnity for spoliations by the 
French prior to July 31, 1801, as reported by the Court of 
Claims. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. The clerk 

will state the next bill on the calendar. 
The bill (H. R. 4502) declaring pistols, revolvers, aml other 

firearms capable of being concealed on the person nonmailable 
and providing penalty, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The biil will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 4324) for the relief of the State of Oregon was 

announeed as next in order. 
Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 3847) to amend and clarify existing laws re-

lating to the powers and duties of the auditor for Porto Rico 
and the auditor for the Philippine Islands was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 19) creating a joint 

committee of Congress to investigate conditions in the Virgin 
Islands was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tile concurrent resolution will 

be passed over. 
Tile bill (H. R. 9061) to authorize Lieut. Commander Lucius 

C. Dunn, United States Navy, to accept from the King of Den
mark a decoration known as a knight of the Order of Danne
brog, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 33) to amend the national prohibition act, as 

supplemented, in respect of the definition of intoxicating liquor, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
Tile bill ( S. 34} to amend the national prohibition act, as 

supplemented, in respect to the issuance by physicians of pre
scriptions for intoxicating liquors, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
Tile PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 591) to amend the national prohibition act to 

provide for the manufacture, sale, and transportation of 4 
per cent beer under Federal supervision, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
1\lr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I do not like a farce, but 

I do like both comedy and tragedy; therefore, I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from A1izona that tile Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will state the next 

bill on the calendar. 
The bill ( S. 3118) to amend the national prohibition act, 

as supplemented, in respect of the definition of intoxicating 
liquor, was announced as next in order. 

1\lr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 3801) to amend the national prohibition act, 

to provide for State local option, and for other purposes, was 
announced as ne::rt in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 4203) to amend the national prohibition act, 

as supplemented, in respect of the manufacture of liquor with
out a permit, was announced as next in order. 

:Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

JOHN J. M'GRAIN V. MALLY B. DAUGHERTY 

l\1r. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the REcoRD at this point an opinion 
of the Supreme Court of the United States which has just been 

rendered in ·the case of- John J. 1\IcGruin, Deputy Sergeant at 
Arms of the .United States Senate, appellant, against Mally S. 
Daugherty. The opinion is one which directly concerns the 
power of Congress and is of widespread interest. I think it 
ought to be preserved in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent for the printing in the REcoRD of an 
opinion by tb'e Supreme Court of the United States recently 
delin~red. Is the1·e objection? The Chair llears none and it 
is so ordered. · ' 

The opinion is as follows : 
SurREMFJ COURT OF THE UNITED STA~'Es 

(No. 28.-0ctouer term, 1926) 
John J. McGrain, Deputy Sergeant at Arms of the United States 

Senate, appellant, -v . Mally S. Daugherty. Appeal from the Dlst"rict 
Court of the United States for the Southern District of Ohio 

[January 17, 1927] 
Mr. Justice Van Devanter delivered the opinion of the court. 
This is an apveal from the final order in a proceeding in habeas 

corpus discharging a recusant witness held in custody under process 
of attachment issued from the United States Senate in the course 
of an investigation which it was making of the administration of the 
Department of JuRtice. A full statement of the case is necessary. 

TIJe Department of .Tustice is one of the great executive departments 
established by congressional enactment and has charge, among other 
things, of the initiation and prosecution of all suits civil and crimi
nal, which may be brought in the right and name of the United States 
to compel obedience or punish disobedience to its laws, to recover 
property obtained from it by unlawful or fraudulent means, or to 
safeguard its rights in other res11ects ; and also of the assertion and 
protection of its interests wllen it or its officers are sued by others. 
The Attorney General is the head of the department, and its func
tions are all to be exercised under his supervision and direction. (Rev. 
Stats. sees. 346, 350; 3n9, 360, 3G1, 3G2, 367; Judicial Code, sees. 185, 
212; c. 382, sees. 3, 5, 25 Stat. 858, ·359; c. 647, sec. 4, 26 Stat. 209; 
c. 39:!5, 34 Stat. 816; c. 323, sec. 1G, 38 Stat. 73G; United States 11. 

San J acinto Tin Co., 125 U. S. 273, 278; Kern River Co. v. United 
States, 257 U. S. 147, 155; Ponzi v. Fessenden, 258 U. S. 2G4, 262.) 

Harry 1\I. Daugherty became the Attorney General March 5, 1921, 
and held that office until March 28, 1924, when he resigned. ·Late in 
that period various char·ges of misfeasance and nonfeasance in the De
partment of Justice after he became its supervising head were brought 
to the attention of the Senate by individual Senators and made the 
basts of an insistent demand tllat the department be investigated to 
the end that the practices and deficiencies which, according to the 
charges, were operating to prevent or Impair its right administration 
might be definitely ascertained and that appropriate and effective meas. 
ures might be taken to remedy or eliminate the evil The Senate re
garded the charges as grave and requiring legislative attention and 
action. Accordingly it formulated, passed, and invited the House of 
Representatives to pass (and that body did pass) two measures taking 
important litigation then in immediate contemplation out of the control 
of the Department of Justice and placing the same in charge of special 
counsel to be appointed by the President (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 68th 
Cong., 1st sess., pp. 1520, 1521, 1728; c. 16, 43 Stat. 5 ; CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, 68th Cong., 1st sess., pp. 1591, 1074; c. 39, 43 Stat. 15; c. 4:.!, 
43 Stat. 16) ; and also adopted a resolution authorizing and directing a 
select committee of five Senators "to investigate circumstances and 
facts, and report the same to the Senate, concerning the alleged failure 
of Harry M. Daugherty, Attorney General of the United States, to 
prosecute properly violators of the Sherman Antitrust Act and the Clay
ton Act agairi.Rt monopolies and unlawful restraint of trade; the alleged 
neglect and failure of the said Harry M. Daugherty, Attorney General 
of the United States, to arrest and prosecute Aluert B. Fall, Harry F. 
Sinclair, E. L. Doheny, C. R. E'orbes, and their coconspirators In de
frauding the Government, as well as the alleged neglect and failure of 
the said Attorney General to arrest and prosecute many others for 
violations of Federal statutes, and his alleged failure to prosecute 
properly, efficiently, and promptly, and to defend, all manner of civil 
and criminal actions wherein the Government of the United States is 
Interested as a party plaintiff or defendant. And said committee is fur
ther directed to inquire into, investigate, and report to the Senate the 
activities of the said Harry l\L Daugherty, Attorney General, and any 
of his assistants in the Departmr.nt of Justice which would in any man
ner tend to impair their efficiency or lnfiuencc as representatives of the 
Government of the United States." 

The resolution also authorized the committee to send for books and 
papers, to subprena witnesses, to administer oaths, anu to slt at such 
times and places as it might deem advisable. (For the full resolution 
and two amendments adopted sl10rtly thereafter see CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD~ 68th Cong., lst sess., pp. 3209, 3409-3410, 3548, 41:.!6.) 

In the course of the investigation the committee issued and caused 
to be duly served on Mally S. Daugherty-who was a brother of 
Harry M. Daugherty and president of the Midland National Bank, 
of Washington Court House, Ohio--a subprena commanding him to 
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appear before the committee for the purpose of giving· testimony 
benring on the subject under investigation and to bring with hlm 
the u deposit ledgers of the Midland National Bank since November 
1, 1920; also note files and ·transcript of owners of every safety 
vault; also records of "income drafts; also records of any inuividunl 
account or accounts sho~ing withdrawals of amounts of $25,000 or 
ovt>r duriug above period." The witness failed to appear. 

A little later in the course of the investigation the committee issued 
and caused to be duly served on the same witness another subpama 
commanding him to appear before it for the purpose of giving testi
mony relating to the subject under consideration-nothing being said 
in this subpoona about bringing records, books, or papers. The witness 
ugain failed to appear ; aud no excuse was offered by him for either 
failure. 

The committee then made a report to the Senate stating that the 
subprenas had been issued; that according to the officer's returns
copies of which accompanied the report-th~ witnc!>s was personally 
Acrvcd; and that be had !ailed and refused to appear. (Senate Repor.t 
No. 475, G8th Cong., 1st sess.) After a reading of the report, the 
Henate adopted a resolution reciting these facts and proceedings, as 
follows (CONGlillSSION.AL RECORD, 68th Cong., 1st sess., pp. 7215-7217) : 

" Whereas the appearance and testimony of tbc said M. S. Daugh
erty is material and necessary in order tllat the committee may 
properly execute the functions imposed upon it and may obtain informa
tion necessary as a basis for such legislatiye and other action as 
the Senate may deem necessary and proper: Therefore b~ it 

" Resolved, That the President of the Senate pro tempore Issue 
his warrant commanding the Sergeant at Arms or Ws deputy to 
take into custody the body of the said M. S. Daugherty wherever 
found and to bring the said M. S. Daugherty before the bar of the 
Senate, then and there to answer such questions pertinent to the 
matter under inquiry as the Senate may order the President of 
the Senate pro tempore to propound; and to keep the said M. S. 
Daugherty in custody to await the further order of the Senate." 

It will be observed from the terms of the resolution that the 
warrant was to be issued tn furtherance of the effort to obtain the 
personal testimony of the witness and, like the second subpoona, 
was not intended to exact from him the production of the various 
records, books, and papers named in the first subpoona. 

The warrant was Lo;sued agreeably to the resolution and was ad
dressed simply to the Sergeant at Arms. That officer, on receh1.ng 
the warrant, indorsed tlJereon a direction that it be executed by 
John J. McGrain, already his deputy, and dcli\ered it to him for 
execution. 

'l'he dP.puty, proceeding under the warrant, took the witness into 
custody at Cincinnati, Ohio, with the purpose of bringing him before 
the blir of the Senate as commanded ; whereupon the witness pet!~ 

tioned the Federal District Court in Cincinnati for a writ of habeas 
corpus. The writ was granted, and the deputy made due return, 
setting forth the warrant and the cause of the detention. After a 
hearing the court held the attachment and detention unlawful anu 
discharged the witness, the decision being put on the ground that 
the Senate, in directing the investigation and in ordering the attach
ment, exceeded its powers under the Constitution (29!) Fed. 620). 
The deputy prayed and was allowed a direct appeal to this court 
under section 238 of the Judicial Code as then existing. 

We have given the case earnest and prolonged consiuern tion be
cause the principal questions involved are of unusual importance and 
delicac-:y. They are (a) whether the Senate-or the Honse of Repre
sentatives, both being on the same plane in this regard-has power, 
through its own process, to compel a private individu'al to appear 
before It or one of its committees and give testimony neeticd to 
enable it efficiently to exercise a legislative function bclon~1ng to it 
under the Constitution, and (b) whether it sufficiently appears that 
the process was being employeu in this inslance to obtain testimony 
for that purpose. · 

Other questions are presented which, in regular course, should be 
tnken up first. 

The witness challenges the authority of the ueputy to execute 
the warr-ant on · two grounds-that there was no provision of law 
for a deputy, and that, even if there were such a provision, a deputy 
could not execute the warrant because it was addressed simply to the 
Sergeant nt Arms. We are of opinion that neither ground is 
tenable. 

The Senate adopted in 188!) and bas retained enr since a standing 
order declaring that the Sergeant at Arms may appoint deputies "to 
serve process or perform other duties" in his stead, that they shall 
be "o.mcers of the Senate," and that acts done and returns made by 
them "shall Iiave like effect and be of the same validity as if per
Jormed or made by the Sergeant at Arms in person." (Senate Journal 
47, 51-1, December 17, 1889; Senate Rules an(] ::Uanual, 68th Cong., 
p. 114.) In actual practice the Senate bas given full effect to the 
order ; nnfl Congress has sanctionetl the practice under ,it by recogniz
ing tlw deputies-sometimes called assistants-as officers ot the Senate, 

by · fixing their· compensation · and by mnking · appropriations to pay 
them. (41 Stat. 632, 1253; 42 Stat. 424, 1260; 43 Stat. 33, u80, 1288.) 
Thus there was ample pronsion o.f law for a deputy. 

The fact that the warrant was addressed simply to the Sergeant at 
Arms is n9t of special significance. His authority was not to be tested 
by the warrant alone. Other criteria we1·e to be considered. The 
standing oruer and the resolution under which the warrant was issued 
plainly contemplated that he was to be free to execute the warrant 
in person or to direct a deputy to execute it. They expressed the 
intention of the Senate; and the words of the warrant were to be 
taken, as they well could be, in a sense which would give effect to that 
intention. Thus understood, the wnrr~t admissibly could be executed 
by a deputy if the Sergeant at Arms so directed, which he did. 

The case of Sani.Jorn v. Carleton (15 Gray 399), on which the · wit
ness relies, related to a warrant is.-med to the Sergeant at .irms In 
1860, which he deputed another to execute. At that time tllere was 
no standing rule or statute permitting him to act tbrougll a deputy; 
nor was there anything in the resolution unrlN' which the warrant wns 
issued indicative of a purpm~e to permit him to do so. All that was 
decided was that in the absence of a permissiYe provision, in the war
rant or elsewhere, he could not commit its execution to another. The 
provision which was absent in that ease and deemed essential is pr<'.sent 
in this. 

'l'he witness points to the provision in the fourth amendment to the 
Constitution declal'ing "'no warrantti sLall ii:!Bue but upou probable 
cause supported by oath or affirmation" and contends that the warrant 
was void because the report of the committee on which it was based 
was unsworn. We think the contention overlooks the relation of the 
committee to the Senate and to tlle matters reported, and puts aside 
:the accepted interpretation of the constitutional provision. 

The committee was a part of the Senate, and its members were 
acting under their oath of office as Senators. The matters reporteu 
pertaineu to their proceedings and were within their own knowledge. 
They bad issued the subprenas, hall received and examinerl tbe officer's 
returns tl1ereon (copies of which accompanied the report), and knew 
.the witness had not obeyed either subp<ena or offered any excuse for his 
failure to do so. 

The constitutional provision was not intended to estuulh:h a new 
principle but to affirm anu preserYe a cherishetl rule of the common 
law dPt:ligned to prevent the issue of groundless warrants. Iu the legisla
tive vractice committee reports are regat;ded as made nnder the 
:sanction of the oath of office of its members; and where the matters 
reported are within the committee's knowledge and constitute prob
able cause for an attnchment such reports are acted on and given 
effect without requiring that they be supported by further oath or 
amrruatlon. This is not a new practice but one which has come 
down f1·om an early period. It was well recognized. before the 
constitutional provision was adopted, has been followeu ever since, 
anu appears never to have Leeri challenged ·uBtil now.- Thus it 
amounts to a practical interpretation, long continued, of both the 
original common-law rnle and the affirming constitutional proYislon, 
.and shoulu !Je given effect accorflingly. (Pri~g t:. Pennsylvania, 16 Pct. 
539, 620-G21; The Laura, 114 U. S. 411, 416; McPherson v. Biacker, 
14G U. S. 1, 35--36; Ex parte Grol:isman, 2G7 U. S. 87, 118.; Myers 't'. 

United Slates (Oct. 25, 1926).) 
'l'he principle underlying the legislati>c practice has al o hceu rec

ognizeu and applietl in judicial proceedings. This is illustrated by the 
settle(] rulings that courts in dealing with contempts committed in their 
presence may ot·der commitments without other proof than their own 
knowledge of the occurrence (Ex porte Terry, 128 U. S. 289, 307, et 
seq.; Holcomb v. Cornish, 8 Conn. 375; 4 Blackst. Com. 286), and that 
they mny issue attachments, based on their own knowledge of the rle
fault, where intendeu witnesses or jurors fnil to appear in obedience 
to process shown by the officer's return to haT"e been duly served. 
(Rohl.Jins v. Gorham, · 2G N. Y. 588; Wil;~on v. State, 57 Ind. 71.) A 
fllrther illustration is found in tbe rulings that grand jurorM, actiug 
unuer .the sanction of their oath as such, may find and return inrtict
ments based solely on their own knowledge of the particular offenses, 
and that warrants may be issued on such indictments without further 
oath or affirmation (Hale v. Henkel, 201 U. S. 43, 60-62; Regina v. 
Russell, 2 Car. & ~Iar. !!47; Commonwealth v. Hayden, 163 Muss. 453, 
455; Dechlion of Mr. Justice Catron reported in Wharton's CI'. Pl. 
& Pr., 8th ed., pp. 224-226) ; and still another is found in the practice 
which recognize3 tha.t where grand jurot·s, unuer their oath as such, 
report to the court that a witness brought before . them l.JRs refu:;;eti 
to testify, the court may act on. thut report, although otherwise nn~ 
sworn, and order the witness brougl•t before it by attachment. (See 
Hale v. llcnkel, snpra; Blair v. Unit •d States, 2GO U. S. 273; Nelson 
v. United States, !!01 U. S. 92, 95 ; Equity Rule G2, 226 U. S. Appen
dix, 15 ; Heard v. Pierce, 8 Cush. 338.) 

We think the lcgishi.Uve practice, fortified as it is by th~ judicial 
practice, shows that the report of the committee--which was bnsf'd 
on the committee's own knowledge nnd made under tbe sanction 
of the oath of office of its membet·s-was sufficiently supported by oath 
to satisfy the <:onstitution~l rcquireme.nt. 
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The witness also points to the provision tn the warrant and in the 

resolution under which it was issued requiring that he be ''brought 
before the bar of. the Sennte, then and there" to give testimony 
"pertinent. to the subject under inquiry," and contends that an es
sc-ntlal prerequiRite to such an attachment was wanting, because he 
neither had been supcenaed to appear and testify before the Senate, 
nor had refused to do so. The argument in support of the contention 
proceeds on the assumption that the warrant of attachment "is to be 
treated precisely the same as it no subprena bad been issued by the 
committee , and the same as if the witness bad not refused to testify 
before the committee." In our opinion the contention and the assump
tion are both untenable. The committee was acting for the Senate 
and under its authorization ; and therefore the subpcenas which the 
commit tee issued and the witness retused to obey are to be treated 
as if issued by the Senate. The warrant was issued as an auxiliary 
process to compel him to give the testimony sought by the subpcenas; 
and its nature in this respect is not affected by the direction that his 
t estimony be given at the bar of the Senate instead of before the com
mittee. If the Senate deemed it proper, in view of his contumacy, 
to giye that direction it was at liberty to do so. 

The witn ess sets up an interlocutory injunction granted by a. State 
court at Washington Court House, Ohio, in a suit brought by the Mid
land National Bank against two members of the investigating com
mittee, and contends that the attachment wa s in violation of that in~ 
junction and therefore unlawful. The contention is plainly ill-founded. 
The injunction was granted the same day the second subprena was 
served, but whether earlier or later in the day does not appear. All 
that the record discloses about the injunction is comprised in the para
graph copied in the margin .from · the witness's petition for habeas 
corpus. ("On the 11th day of April, 1924, in an action in the Court 
of Common Pleas of said Fayette County, Ohio, in which said The Mid
land National Bank was plaintiii and said B. K. WHEELER and SMITH 
W. BROOKHART were defendants, upon the petition of said bank, said 
court granted a temporary restraining order enjoining and restraining 
said defendants and their agents, servants, and employees from entering 
lnto said banking room and from taking, examining, or investigating 
any of the books, accounts, records, promissory notes, securities, letters, 
correspondence, papers, or any other property of said bank or of its 
depositors, borrowers, or customers in said banking room and from in 
any manner molesting and interfering with the business and aJrairs of 
said bank, its officers, agents, servants, and the business of its deposi
tors, borrowers, and customE>rs with said bank until the further order 
of said court. The said defendants were duly served with process in 
said action and duly served with copies of said temporary resrraining 
order on said 11th day of April, 1924, and said injunction has not been 
modified by said court 'and no further order has been made in said case 
by said court, and said injunction is in full force and effect.") But it 
is apparent from what is disclosed that the injunction did not purport 
to place any restraint on the witness, nor to restrain the committee 
from demanding that he appear and testify personally to what he knew 
respecting the subject under investigation; and also that what the 
injunction did purport to restrain has no bearing on the power of the 
Senate to enforce that demand by attachment. 

In approaching the principal questions which remain to be considered 
two observations are in order. One is that we are not now concerned 
with the direction in the first subpcena that the witne.<~s produce vatious 
records, books, and papers of the Midland National Bank. That direc
tion was not repeated in the second subpcena and is not sought to be 
enforced by the attachment. This was recognized by the court below 
(299 Fed. G23) and is conceded by counsel for the appellant. The 
other is that we are not now concerned with the right of the Senate to 
propound or the duty of the witness to answer specific questions, for 
as yet no questions have been propounded to him. He is asserting
and is standing on his a ssertion-that the Senate is without power to 
interrogate him, even if the questions propounded be pertinent and 
otherwise legitimate--which for present purposes must be assumed. 

The first of the principal questions-the one which the witness par
ticularly pressE'S on our attention-is, as before shown, whether the 
Senate--or the House of Representatives, both being on the same plane 
in this regard-has power, through its own process, to compel a private 
indiviuual to appear before it or one of its committees and give testi
mony needed to enable it efficiently to exercise a legislative function 
belonging to it under the Constitution. 

Tbe Constitution provides for a Congress consisting of a Senate and 
House of Representatives and im·esta it with " all legislative powers" 
grant ed to the United States , and with power "to make all laws which 
shall l.le neces~:~ary and proper" !or carrying into execution these powers 
and " all other powers " vested by the Constitution in the U:nited States 
or in any department or officer thereof. Article I, sections 1, 8. Other 
provh;ions show that, while bills can become laws only after being con
siderell a nd pasRed by both Houses of Congress, each House is to be 
distinct from the other, to have its own officers and rules, and to exer
cise its legislative function independently. (Story Const., sees. 545 
et seq.; 1 Kent's Com. p. 222.) Article I, sections 2, 8, 5, 7. But 
there is no provision expressly investing either House with power to 
make investigations and exact testimony to the end that it may exercise 

its legislative function adnsedly and etfcctively. So the question arises 
whether this power is so far incidental to the legislative function a s to 
he implied. 

In actual legislati>e practice power to secure needed information by 
such means has long been treated as an attribute of the power to legis
late. It was so regarded in the British Parliament and in the colonial 
legislatures before the American Revolution ; and a like view has pre
vailed and been carried into effect in both houses of Congress and in 
most of the State legislatures. (May's Parliamentary Practice, 2d etl., 
pp. 80, 2!)5, 2!)9 ; Cushing's Legislative Practice, sees. 634, 1901- 1903 ; 3 
Hinds' Precedents, sees. 1722, 1725, 1727, 1813-1820; Cooley's Constitu
tional Limitations, 6th ed., p. 161.) 

This power was both asserted anfl exerted by the H<ruse of R('pre
sentatlves in 1792, when it appointed a select committee to inquire into 
the St. Clair expedition and authorized the committee to send for neces
sary persons, papers, and records. Mr. Madison, who had taken an 
important part irt" framing the Constitution only five years before, and 
four of his associates in that work were members of the House of Rep
resentatives at the time, and all voted for the inquh·y (3 Cong. Anu. 
494). Other exertions of the powP.r by the Honse of RepresentBtive:;, 
as also by the Senate, are shown in the citations alrP..a.dy made. 
Among those by the Senate, the inquiry ordered in 18G9 respecting the 
raid by John Brown and his adherents on the armory and arsenal of 
the United States at Hat·pers Ferry is of special significance. The 
resolution directing the inquiry authorized the committee to send for 
persons and papers, to inquire tnto the facts pertaining to the raid and 
the means by which it was organized and supported, and to report whnt 
legislation, if any, was necessary to preserve the peace of the country 
and protect the public property. The resolution was briefly discussed 
and adopted without opposition. (Cong. Globe, 36th Cong., 1st sess .. , 
pp. 141, 152.) Later on the committee reported that Thnddcus Hyatt, 
although snbpcenaed to appear as a witness, had refused to do so; 
whereupon the Senate ordered that he be attached and brought before 
It to answer for his refuRal. When he was brought in he answereu by 
challenging the power of the Senate to direct the inquiry and exact 
testimony to aid 1t in exercising its legislative function. The quP.stion 
ot powet· thus presented was thoroughly di!!cussed by several Senators
Mr. Sumner, of Massachusetts, taking the lead in denying the power 
and Mr. Fessenden, of Maine, in supporting It. Sectional and party 
lines were put aside and the question was debated and detet·mim•tl 
with special regard to principle and precedent. The vote was taken 
on a resolution pronouncing the witness's answer insufficient and direct
ing that he be committed until be should signify that he was ready 
and wllling to testify. The resolution was adopted, 44 Senators votin~ 
for it and 10 against it. (Cong. Globe, 36th Cong., 1st sess., pp. 1100-
1109, 3006-3007.) The arguments advanced in support of the power 
are fairly reflected by the following excerpts from the debate: 

"Mr. FEssENDEN, of Maine. Where will you stop? Stop, I say, just 
at that point where we have gone far enough to accomplish the purposes 
for which we were created, and these purposes are defined in the Con· 
stitution. What are they? The great purpose is legislation. '.fhere 
are some other things, bnt I speak of legislation as the principal pur
pose. Now, what do we propose to do here? We propose to legiRlate 
upon a given state of tacts, perhaps, or under a given necessity. Well, 
sir, proposing to legislate, we want information. We have it not our· 
selves. It is not to be presumed that we know everything; and if 
anybody does presume it, it is a very great mistake, as we know by ex· 
perlencc. We want information on certaiu subjects. How are we to get 
it? The Senator says ask for it. I am ready to ask for it; but sup. 
pose the person whom we ask will not give it to us; what then? Have 
we not power to compel him to come before us? Is this power, which 
has been exerc~sed by Parliament and by all legislative bodies down to 
the present day without dlspute-the power to inquire into subject~ 

upon which they are disposed to legislate-lost to us? Are we not in 
the possession of it? At·e we deprived of it simply because we hold 
our vower here under a Constitution which defines what our duties are 
and what we are called upon to do? 

"Congress have appointed committees after committees, time after 
time, to make inquiries on subjects of legislation. Had we not power 
to do it? Nobody questioned our authority to do it. We have given 
them authority to send for persons and pavers during the recess. No
body questioned our authority. We appoint committees during the 
session, with power to send for persons and papers. Have we not 
that authority, if necessary to legislation? 

• • • • • • • 
" Sir, with regard to myself, all I have to inquire into is: Is this 

a legitimate and proper object, committed to me under the Constitu
tion; and then, as to the mode of accomplishing it, I nm ready to use 
judiciously, calmly, moucrately, all the power which I believe is 
n ecessary and inherent, In order to do that which I am appointed to 
do; and, I take it, I violate no rights, either of the people generally 
or of the indiviUual, by thnt course." 

"Mr. CniTTE~DEN, of Kentucky. I come now to a question where 
the cooperation ot the two branches is not necessary. There arc somo 
things that the Senate may do. How? According to a mode of ils 
own. Are we to ask the other branch of the IegU;Iature to concede by 
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law to us the power of makin~ such an Inquiry as we nre now mnklng? 
Hns not each branch the right to make what inquiries ana investiga
tion it thinks proper to make for its own action? Undoul>tedJy. You 
,say we must have a law for it. Can we have a law? Is it not, from 
the very nature of the case, incidental to you as a Senate, if you, as 
n Sanatc, have the power of instituting an inquiry and of proceeding 
with that inquiry? I have endeavored to show that we have that 
power. We have a right, in consequence of it, a necessary incidental 
power, to summon witnesses, if witnesses arc necessary. Do we require 
the concurrence of the other House to that? It is a power of our 
own. If you have a right to do tlle thing of your own motion, you 
must have all powers that are necessary to do it. 

" The means of carrying into effect by law . all the granted powers 
Is given where legislation Is applicable and necessary; but there are 
subordinate matters not amounting to laws; there arc inquiries of 
the one House or the other House, which each House has a right to 
conduct, which cncb has, from the beginning, exercised the power to 
conduct; and each has, from the beginning, summoned witnesses. 
This bas been the practiee of the Government trom the beginning; and 
if we have a right to summon the witness, all the rest follows as a 
matter of cour!"e." 

'.rhe delibcra te solution of the question on that occasion has been 
accepted anu followed on ()tiler occasions by both Houses of Congress 
and never bas been rejeeted or questioned by either. 

The State courts quite generally have held that the power to legis
late carries with it by necessary implication ample authority to obtain 
information needed in the rightful exercise of that power, and to 
employ compulsory process for the purpose. 

In Burnham v. Morrisey (14 Gray 22G1 239) the Supreme Judicial 
Court of 1\Iassncbusetts, in sustaining an exertion of this power by 
one branch of the legislnture of that Commonwealth, said : 

" The bouse of representatives bas many duties to perform, which 
necessarily require it to receive evidence and examine witnesses. 
• • • It has often occasion to acquire a certain knowledge of 
!acts, in order to the proper performnnce of legislative duties. We 
therefore think it clear that it has the constitutional right to take 
endence, to summon witnesses, and to compel them to appear and 
testify. This power to summon and examine witnesses it may exercise 
by means of committees." 

In Wilckens v. Willet (1 Keyes 521, 525), n case which presented 
the question whether the House of Representatives of the United 
States possesses this power, the Court of Appeals of· New York said: 

" That the power exists there admits of no doubt whatever. It is a 
_necessary incident to the sovereign power of making laws; and its ex
ercise is often indispensable to tlJe great end of enlightened, judicious, 
and wholesomo le~islation." . r 

In People v. Keeler (99 N. Y. 463, 482, 483), where the validity of 
a statute of New York recognizing nnd giving effect to this power was 
drawn in question, tlJe court. of appeals approvingly quoted what it 
bad said in Wilckens v. Willet, and added : 
. " It is difficult to conceive any constitutional objection which can 
I,Je raised to the provision authorizing legislative committees to take 
testimony and to summon witnesses. In many cases it may be ittdis
pensable to intelllgent nnd effectual legislation to asc-ertain the facts 
which are claimed to ·give rtse to the necesRicy to'r · such legislation, 
and the remedy required, and, irrespective of the question whether. in 
the absence of a statute to that effect either house would have the 
power to imprison a recusant Witness. I can not yield to the cl8.im 
that a stahlte authorizing it to enforce its process in that manner is in 
excess of the !Pgislative power. To await the slow process of indict
ment and prosec11tion- for a misdemeanor, might prove quite inetrectuul, 
and necessary legislation might be obstructed, and perhaps defeated, if 
·the legislntive body had no other and mQre summ1:1ry means of enforc
"ing its right to obtain the required information. That the power may 
be abused is no around for denying its existence. It is a limited 
power, nnd should be kept within its proper bounds; and, when these 
are exceedeu, a jurisdictional question is presented which is cognizable 
in the courts." • • • "Throughout this Union the pra<;tice of 
legislative bodies, and in thla State, the statutes existing at the time 
the present Constitution was adopted, and whose validity bas never 
before been questioned by our courts, afford strong arguments in favor 
of the recognition of the right of either house to compel the attend
-ance of witnesses for legislative purpose~, as one which bas been gen
erally conceded to be an appropriate adjunct to the power ·of legisla
tion, and one which, to say the least, the State legislature bas <;on
stitutional authority to regulate and enforce by statute." 

Other decisions by State courts recognizing and sustaining the legis
lative practice are found in· Falvey v. Massing, 7 WJs. 630, 635-638; 
State "'· Frear, 138 Wis. 173; Elx parte Parker, 74 s-. C. 406, 470; 
Sullivan v. Hill, 73 W. Va. 49, 53; Low~ v. Summers, 69 Mo. App, G37, 
649-tmo. An instructive decision on tbe question is also found in Ex 
parte Dansereau (187u), 19 L. C. Jur. 210, -.vbere the legislative 
assembly o! the Province of Quebec was held to possess this power as a 
necessary incident of its power to legislate. 
· We have referred to · the practice of the two Houses of Congress, 
antl we now sbnll notice some significant congressional enactments. 

May 3, 1798 (c. · 36, · 1 Stat. tiG4), Congress provided that oaths or 
affirmations might be administered to witnesses by the President of· the 
.Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, the Chairman of 
a Committee of the Whole, or the chairman of a select committee, " in 
any case untler their examination." February 8, 1817 (c. 10, 3 Stat. 
34u), It £1nlarged that provision · so as to include the chairman of a 
standing committee.- January 24, 18G7 (c. 19, 11 Stat. lu5), it passed 
"An act more effectually to enforce the attendance of witnesses on the 
summons of either House of Congress aml to comp£11 them to di scover 
testimony." This act provided, first, that any person summoned as a 
witness to give testimony or produce papers in any mattt'r under 
inquiry before either House of Congress, or any committee or either 
House, who should willfully make uefauJt, or, if appearing, ~<hould 
refuse to answer nny question pertinent to the inquiry, sbould, in 
auuition to the pains and penaJtics then existing (the reference is to the 
power of the pa1·ticuJar House to deal with the contempt. In· re Chap
man, 166 U. S. G61, G71-672), be deemed guilty of a mlsdC'meanor and 
be subject to indictment and punishment as there prescribed; and, 
secondly, that no person should be excused from giving evidence in 
such an inquiry on the ground that 1t might tend to incriminate or 
disgrace him, nor be held to answer criminally, or be subjected to 
any penalty or forfeiture, for any fact or act as to which be was 
:required to testify, excepting that he might be subjected to prosecution 
for perjury committed while so testifying. January 24, 1862 (c. 11, 
12 Stat. 333), Congress modified the immunity provision in particulars 
not material here. These enactments are now embodied in sections 
101-104 and 850 of Revised Statutes. They show very plainly that 
Congress intended thereby (a) to recognize the power of eitllcr House 
to institute inquiries and exact evidence touching subjects within its 
jurisdiction and on which it was disposed to act (in construing section 
1 of the act of 1857, as reproduced in section 102 of the Revised 
Statutes, this court satd In re Chapman, 166 U. S. 661, G67: "It is 
trne that the reference is to 'any' matter under inquiry, nnd so on, 
and it is suggested that this is fatally defective because too broad 
and unlimiteu in its extent; but nothing Is better settled than thnt 
statutes should receive a sensible construction, such as will effectuate 
the legislntive intention, and, if possible, so ns to avoid an unjust <>r 
an absurd conclusion, Lau Ow Bew v. United States, 144 U. S. 47, 59; 
and we think that the word • any,' as used in these sections, refers to 
matters within the jurisdiction of the two Hous()S of Congress before 
them for considera_tion and proper for their action, to questions perti
nent thereto, and to facts or papers bearing thereon ") ; (b) to recog
nize that such inquiries may be contlucted through committees; (c) to 
subject defauJting and contumacious witnesses to indictment and pun
ishment in the courts, and thereby to enable either House to exert the 
pow& of inquiry " more effectually " (this court bas said of tho act 
of 1857 that "it was neces!:lary and proper for carrying into execution 
the powers vested in Congress and in each House thereof." In re 
ChaplD1lD, 166 U. S. G61, 671) ; and (d) to open the way for obtaining 
evidence in such an inquiry, which otherwise could not be olJtaincU, by 
exempting witnesses required to give evidence therein from criminal 
and penal prosecutions in respect of mutters disclosed by their evidence. 

Four decisions of this court are cited anti more or less relied on, 
and we now turn to them. 
· The first decision was In Anderson 11. Dunn (6 Wheat. 204) . The 

question there was whether, under the Constitution, tho House ()f 
Representatives has power to attach and punish a person other than 
a Member for contempt of its authority-in tact, an attempt to 
bribe one of its Members. The court regarded the power as essential 
to the effective exertion of other powers expressly granted, ana there
fore as implied. The argument advanced to the contrary was that 
as the Constitution expressly grants to each Houso power to punish 
or expel its own Members and says nothing about punishing others, 
the implication or inference, if any, is that power to punish one 
who is not a member Ls neither given nor intended. Tho court 
answered this by saying: 

(P.· 225) "There is not in the whole of that admirable instrument 
a grant of po,vers which does not uraw after it others, not expresseu, 
but vital . to their exercise; not substantive and independent, indeed, 
IJut auxiliary and subordinate." 

(P. 233) "This argument proves too much; for its direct applica
tion ·would lead to annihilation of nlmost every power of Congress. 
To enforce its laws upon any subject without the sanction of punish
ment is obviously impossible. Yet there is an express grant of power 
to punish in one class of cases, and one only, and all the punishin~ 
power exercised by Congress in any rases, except those wllich relnte 
to piracy and offenses against the laws of nations, is derived from 
im~lication. Nor did the idea ever occur to anyone that the express 
grant in one class of cases repelled the nssumptlon of the punishing 
power in any other. ·· The truth is that the exercise of . the powers 
given over their own Members wns of such a delicate nature that _a 
constitutional provision became necessary to assert or communicate 
it. Constituted, · as that bo<ly is, of tlle delegates of confederated 
States, some such provision wns · necessary to guard agninst their 
mutual jealousy, since eve1·y proceeuing against a Representative would 
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indirectly affect the honor or interests of the State which sent 
llim." 

The next decis ion was in Kllbonrn v. Thompson (103 U. S. 168). 
The question there was whether the House of Representatives had 
exceeded its power in directing one of its committees to make a 
particular investigation. The decision was that it had. The prin
ciples announced and applied in the case are: That neither House 
of Congress possesses a "general power of making inquiry into the 
private affairs of the citizen; " that the power actually possessed is 
limited to inquiries relating to matters of which the particular 
House "has jurisdiction," and in respect of which it rightfully may 
take other action ; that if the inquiry r elates to "a matter wherein 
relief or redress could be bad only by a judicial proceeding" it is 
not within the range of this power, but must be left to the courts, 
conformably to the constitutional separation of governmental powers; 
and that for the purpose of determining the essential character of 
th e inquiry recourse may be had to the resolution or order under 
which it is made. The court examined the resolution which was the 
basis of the particular inquiry, and af<certained therefrom tllat the 
inquiry r elated to a private real-estate pool or partnership in the 
District of Columbia. Jay Cook & Co. bad llad an interest in the 
pool, but had become bankrupts, and their estate was in course of 
administration in a F ederal bankruptcy court in Pennsylvania. The 
Unite(] States was one of their creditors. The tl'Ustee in the bank
ruptcy proceeding had effected n settlement of the bankrupts' interest 
in tile pool, and, of course, his action was subject to examination 
and approval or disapproval by the bankruptcy court. Some of the 
creoitors, including the United States, were dissatisfied with the 
settlement. In these circumstance!'1, disclosed in the preamble, the 
resolution directed the committee "to inquire into the matter and 
history of said real-estate pool and tlle character of said settlement, 
with the amount of property involved, in which Jay Cook & Co. were 
interested, and the amount paid or to be paid in said settlement, 
with power to send for persons and papers, and report to the House." 

The court pointed out that the resolution contained no suggestion of 
contemplated legislation; that the matter was one in respect to which 
no valid legislation could be had; that the bankrupts' estate and the 
trustee's settlement were still pending in the bankruptcy court; and 
that the United States and other creditors were free to press their 
claims in that proceeding. And on these grounds the court held that in 
undertaking the investigation "the House of Representatives not only 
exceeded the limit of its own authority but assumed power which could 
only be properly exercised by another branch of the Government, because 
it was in its nature clearly judicial." 

The case has been cited at times, and is cited to us now, as strongly 
intimating, if not holding, that neitller House of Congress has power to 
make inquiries and exact evidence in aid of contemplated legislation. 
There are expressions in the opinion which, separately considered, might 
bear such an interpretation; but that this was not intended is shown 
by the immediately succeeding statement (p. 18fl) that "This latter 
proposition is one which we do not propose to decide in the present 
case because we are able to decide the case without passing upon the 
existence or nonexistence of such a power in aid of the legislative 
function." 

Next in order Is In re Chapman (166 U. S. 661). The inquiry there 
in question was conducted under a resolution of the Senate and related 
to charges, published in the press, that Senators were yielding to 
corrupt influences in considering a taril! bill then before the Senate 
and were speculating in stocks the value of which would be affected 
l.ly pending amendments to the bill. Chapman appeared !Jefore the 
committee in response to a subprena, but refused to answer questions 
pertinent to the inquiry, and was indicted and convicted under the act 
of 1857 for his refusal. The court sustained the constitutional validity 
of the act of 1857, and, after referring to the cons titutional provision 
empowering either House to punish its Members tor disorderly behavior 
and by a vote of two-thirds to expel a ~!ember, held that the inquiry 
related to the integ rity and fidelity of Senators in the discharge of their 
duties, and therefore to a matter "within the runge of the constitutional 
powers of the Senate" and in respect of which it could compel witnesses 
to appear and testify. In overruling an objection that the inquiry was 
without any defined or admissible purpose, in that the preamble and 
resolution made no reference to any contemplated expulsion, censure, or 
oilier action by the Senate, the court held that they adequately disclosed 
a subject matter of which the Senate had jurisdiction, that it was not 
essential thllt the F'enate declare in advance what it meditated doing, 
and that the assumption could not be indulged that the Senate was 
making the inquiry without a legitimate object. 

Tlle case is relied on here as fully sustaining the power of either 
!louse to conduct investigations and exact testimony from witnesses 
for legislative purposes. In the course of the opinion (p. 671) it 
is said that disclosures by witnesses may be compelled constitution
ally "to enable the respective bodles to discharge their legitimate 
functions, and that it was to etl'ect this that the act of 1857 was 
passed" ; and also " we grant that Congress could nQt divest itself, 

or either of its Houst>s, of the essential and inherent power to puniRh 
for contempt in cases to which the power of either House properly 
extended; but because Congress, by the net of 1857, sought to aid each 
of the Houses in the 1lischarge of its constitutional functions, it does 
not follow that any delegation of the power in each to punish for 
contempt -was involved." The terms "legitimate functions" and "con
stitutional functions" are broad and might well be regardcu as includ
ing the legislative function, but as the case in hand did not call for 
any expression respecting that function, it hardly can be said tllat 
these terms were purposely used as including it. 

The latest case is ~larshall v_ Gordon (243 U. S. 521). The ques
tion there was whether the House of Representatives exceeded its 
power in punishing, as tor a contempt of its authority, a person-not 
n Member-who had written, published, and sent to the chairman 
of one of its committees an ill-tempered and irritating lettt>r respect
ing the action and purposes of the committee. Power to make in
quiries and obtain evidence by compulsory process was not involved. 
The court recognized distinctly that the House of Representative.'3 has 
implied power to punish a person not a Member for contempt, as was 
ruled in Anderson 11. DunH, supra, but held that its action in this 
instance was without constitutional justification. The decision was 
put on the ground that the letter, while offensive and vexatio11s, was 
not calculated or likely to af!'ect the House in any of its proceedings 
or in the exercise of any of its functions ; in short, that tbe act which 
was punished as a contempt was not of such a character as to bring 
it within the rule tbat an express power draws after it others which 
are necessary and appropriate to give etrect to it. 

While these cases are not decisive of the question we are considering, 
they ueOnitely settle two propositions which we recognize as entirely 
sound and having a bearing on its solution: One, that the two Houses 
of Congress, in their sepnrate relations, possesR not only such powP.rs 
as are expressly gt·antcd to them by the Constitution, but such auxiliary 
powers as are nt>cessary and appropriate to make the express powers 
effective; and, the oth('r, that neither House is invested with "general" 
power to inquire into private affairs and compel disclosures, but only 
with such limited power of inquiry as is shown to exist when the rule 
of constitutional interpretation just stated is rightly applied. The 
latter proposition lias further support in Harriman v. Interstate Com
merce Comml~:~sion (211 u.' S. 407, 417-419) and Federal Trade Com
mission 1'. American Tobacco Co. (264 U. S. 208, 305-306). 

With this review of the legislative practice, congressional enactments, 
and court decisions, we proceed to a statement of our conclusions on 
the question. 

We are of opinion that the power or inquiry-with process to 
enforce it-is an essential and appropriate auxiliary to the legis
lative function. It was so regaroed and employed in American 
legislatures before the Constitution was framed nnd ratified. Both 
Houses of Congress took this view of it early in their history
the House of Representatives with the approving votes of Mr. Madlson 
and other members whose service in the convention wllich framed 
the Constitution gives special significance to their action-and both. 
House.<; have employed the power accordingly up to the present time. 
The acts of 1798 and 18G7, · judgPd by their comprehensive terms, 
were intended to recognize the existence of this power in both 
Houses and to enable them to employ it "more effectually" tbau 
before. So, when their practice in the matter is appraised accord
ing to the circumstances in which it was l.Jt>gun and to those in 
which it has been continued, it falls nothing short of a pmcticnl 
construction, long continued, of the constitutional provisions respect
ing their powers, and therefore should be taken as fixing the meaning 
of those provis ions, il otherwise doubtful. (Stuart v. Laird, 1 Cranch 
2!>9, 30!); :Martin v_ Hunter's LeHsee, 1 Wheat. 304, 331; ...\mes v. 
Kansas, 111 U. S. 449, 40!); Knowlton v. Moore, 178 U. S. 41, 5G, 
02; Fail·bank v. United States, 181 U. S. 283, 300, et seq.) 

We are further of opinion that the provisions nre not of tloubtful 
meaning, but, as was held by this court in the cases we have re
viewed, are in tendeu to be effectively exercised, and therefore to 
carry with them such auxiliary powers as are necessa ry and appro
priate to that end. While the power to exact information in aid of 
the legislative function was not involved in those cases, the rule of 
interpretation applied there is applicable here. A legislative body can 
not legislate wisely or effectively in the absence of information re
specting the conditions which the legislation is intended to affect 
or change; and where the legislath·e !Jooy qoes not itself possess the 
reqnlslte information-which not Infrequently is true--recourse must 
be had to others who do possess it. Experience has taught that 
mere requests for such information often are unavailing, and also tllat 
information which is volunteered is not always accurate or complete; 
so some means of compulsion are essential to obtain what is needed. 
All this was true before and when the Constitution was framed and 
adopted. In that period the power of inquiry-with enforcing process
was regarded and employed as a necessary and appropriate attribute 
of the power to legislate--indeed, was treated as inhering in it. 
Thus there is ample warrant for thinking, as we do, that the con-
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stitutiona.l provisions which comm1t the legislative function to the two 
Houses are intended to include this attribute, to the end that the 
function may be effectively exercised. 

The contention is earnestly made on behalf of the witness that 
this power of inquiry, if sustained, may be abusively and oppressively 
exerted. If this be so, it affords no ground for denying the power. 
The same contention might be directed against the power to legislate, 
and, of course, would be unavailing. We must assume, for present 
purposes, that neither House will be disposed to exert the power 
beyond its proper bounds or without due regard to the rights of 
witnesses. But if, contrary to this assumption, controlling limitations 
or restrictions are disregarded, the decisions in Kilbourn v. Thompson 
and Marshall v. Gordon point to admissible measures of relief. And 
it is a necessary deduction from the decisions in Kilbourn v. Thompson 
and In re Chapman that a witness rightfully may refuse to answer 
where the bounds of the power are exceeded or the questions are not 
pertinent to the matter under inquiry. 

We come now to the question whether it sufficiently appears that 
the purpose for which the witness' testimony was sought was to 
obtain information in aid of the legislative function. The court below 
answered the question in the negative and put its decision largely 
on this ground, as is shown by the following excerpts from its opinion 
(2{)9 Fed. 638, G39, G40) : 

" It will be noted that in the second resolution the Senate has 
expressly avowed that the investigation is in aid of other action 
than legislation. Its purpose is to ' obtain information necessary 
as a basis for such legislative and other action as the Senate may 
deem necessary and proper.' This indicates that the Senate is con
templating the taking of n.ction other than legislative, as the out
come of the investigation, at least the possibility of so doing. The 
extreme personal cast of the original resolutions; the spirit of hos
tility toward the then Attorney General which they breathe; that it was 
not avowed that legislative action was bad in view until after the 
action of the Senate bad been challenged; and that the avowal then was 
coupled with an avowal that other action was had in view-are calcu
lated to create the impression that the idea of legislative action being 
in contemplation was an afterthought. 

" '.rhat the Senate bas in contemplation the possibility of taking 
action other than legislation as an outcome of the investigation, as 
thus expressly avowed, would seem of itself to invalidate the entire 
proceeding. But, whether so or not, the Senate's action is invalid 
and absolutely void, in that, in ordering and conducting the investiga
tion, it is exercising the judicial function, .and power to exercise that 
function, in such a case as we have here, bas not been conferred upon 
it expressly or by fair implication. W.Q.at it is proposing to do is to 
determine the guilt of the Attorney General of the shortcomings and 
wrongdoings set forth in the resolutions. It is 'to bear, adjudge, and 
condemn.' In so doing it is exercising the judicial function. 

" What· the Senate is engaged in doing is not investigating the 
Attorney General's office; it is investigating the former Attorney 
General. What it bas done is to put him on trial before it. In so 
doing it is exercising the judicial function. This it bas no power 
to do." 

We are of opinion that the court's ruling on this question was 
wrong, and that it sufficiently apperu·s, when the proceedings are 
rightly interpreted, that the object of the investigation and of the 
efl:ort to secure the witness's testimony was to obtain information for 
legislative purposes. 

It is quite true that the resolution directing the investigation does 
not in terms avow that it is intended to be in aid of legislation; but 
it does show that the subject to be investigated was the administra
tion of the Department of Justice-whether its functions were being 
properly discharged or were being neglected or misdirected, and par
ticularly whether the Attorney General and his assistants were per
forming or neglecting their duties in respect of the institution and 
prosecution of proceedings to punish crimes and enforce appropriate 
remedies against the wrongdoers-specific instances of alleged neglect 
being recited. Plainly the subject was one on which legislation could 
be had and would be materially aided by the information which the 
investigations was calculated to elicit. This becomes manifest when it 
is reflected that the functions of the Department of Justice, the powers 
and duties of the Attorney General and the duties of his assistants, are 
all subject to regulation by congressional legislation, and that the 
department is maintained and its activities are carried on under such 
appropriations as in the judgment of Congress are needed from year 
to year. 

The only legitimate object the Senate could have in ordering the 
investigation was to aid it in legislating; and we think the subject 
matter was such that the presumption should be indulged that this 
was the real object. An express avowal of the object would have been 
better; but in view of the particular subject matter was not indis
pensable. In the Chapman case, where the resolution contained no 
avowal, this court pointed out that it plainly related to a subject matter 
of which the Senate had jurisdiction, and said, "We can not assume 
on this record that the action of the Senate was without a legitimate 
object"; and also that "it was certainly not necessary that the reso-

lutions should declare In advance what the Senate meditated doing 
when the investigation was concluded." (166 U. S. GG9-G70.) In 
People v. Keeler (99 N. Y. 463), where the Court of Appeals of New 
York sustained an investigation ordered by the bouse of representa
tives of that State, where the resolution contained no avowal but dis
closed that it definitely related to the· administration of a public office 
the duties of which were subject to legislative regulation, the court 
said (pp. 485, 487) : "Where public institutions under the control of 
the State are ordered to be investigated it is generally with the view 
of some legislative action respecting them, and the same may be said in 
respect of public officers." And again: "We are bound to presume that 
the action of the legisL'ltive body was with a legitimate object if it is 
capable of being so construed, and we have no right to assume that the 
contrary was intended." 

While we rest our conclusion respecting the object of the Investiga
tion on the grounds just stated, it is well to observe that this view of 
what was intended is not new, but · was shown in the debate on the 
resolution. (Senator GEORGE said: "It is not a trial now that is pro
posed, and there has been no trial proposed save the civil and criminal 
actions to be instituted and prosecuted by counsel employed under the 
resolution giving to the President the power to employ counsel. We are 
not to try the Attorney General. He is not to go upon trial. Shall we 
say the legislative branch of the Government shall stickle and halt and 
hesitate because a man's public reputation, his public character, may 
sutl'er because of that legislative action? lias not the Senate power to 
appoint a -- committee to investigate any department of the Government, 
any department supported by the Senate in part by appropriations 
made by the Congress? If the Senate has the right to investigate the 
department, is the Senate to hesitate., is the Senate to refuse to do its 
duty merely because the public character or the public reputation of 
some one who is .investigated may be thereby sm1rched, to use the term 
that bas been used so o!ten in the debate? • • It is sufficient for 
me to know that there are grounds upon which I may justly base my 
vote for the resolution; and I am willing to leave it to t)le agent created 
by the Senate to proceed with the investigation- fearlessly upon prin
ciple, not for the purpose of trying but for the purpose of ascertaining 
facts which the Senate is entitled to have within its possession in order 
that it ·may properly function as a legislative body." CoNGRESSIO~AL 
RECORD, 68th Cong., 1st sess., pp. 3397, 3398.) 

Of course, our concern is with the substance of the resolution and 
not with any nice questions of propriety respecting its direct reference 
to the then Attorney General by name. The resolution, like the charges 
which prompted its a·doption, related to the activities of the depart
ment while he was its supervising officer; and the reference to him 
by name served to designate the period to which the investigation was 
directed. 

We think the resolution and proceedings give no warrant for thinking 
the Senate was attempting or intending to try the Attorney General at 
its bar or before its committee for any crime or wrongdoing. Nor do 
we think it a valid objection to the investigation that it might possibly 
disclose crime or wrongdoing on his part. 

The second resolution-the one directing that the witness be at
tached-declares that his testimony is sought with the purpose of ob
taining "jnformation necessary as a basis for such legislative and 
other action as the Senate may deem necessary and proper." This 
avowal of contemplated legislation is in accord with what we think is 
the right interpretation of the earlier resolution directing the investi
gation. The suggested possibility of "other action" if deemed "neces
sary or proper" Is of course open to criticism in that there is no other 
action in the matter which would be within the power of the Senate. 
But we do not assent to the view that this indefinite and untenablP. sug
gestion invalidates the entire proceeding. The right view in our opinion 
is that it takes nothing from the lawful object avowed in the same reso
lution and rightly inferable from the earlier one. It is not as if an 
inadmissible or unlawful object were affirmatively and definitely avowed. 

We conclude that the investigation was ordered for a legitimate 
object; that the witness wrongfully refused to appear and testify 
before the committee and was lawfully attached; that the Senate is 
entitled to have him give testimony pertinent to the inquiry, either 
at its bar or before the committee; and that the district court erred 
in discharging him from _custody under the attachment. 

Another question has arisen which should be noticed. It is whether 
the case bas become moot. The investigation was ordered nnd the 
committee appointed during the Sixty-eighth Congress. Thnt Con
gress expired March 4, 1925. The resolution ordering the investiga
tion in terms limited the committee's authority to the period of the 
Sixty-eighth Congress; but this apparently was changed by a later 
and amendatory resolution authorizing the committee to sit at such 
times and places as it might deem advisable or necessary. (Co!lio. 
llEc., 68th Cong., 1st sess., p. 4126.) It is snid in Jefferson's ManuRl 
(Senate Rules and Manual, 1025, p. 303) : "Neither Ilouse can con
tinue any portion of itself in any parliamentary function beyond the 
end of the session without the consent of the other two branches. 
When done, it is by a bill constituting them commissioners for the 
particular purpose." But the context shows that the reference is to 
the two houses of Pru·liament when adjourned by prorogation or dis-
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solution by the King. The rule may be the same with the llouse of 
llepresentatives whose Members are all elected for the period of a 
single Congress; but it can not well be the same with the Senate, 
which Is a continuing body whose Members are elected for a term 
of six years and so divided into classes that the seats of one-third 
only become vacant at the end of each Congress, two-thirds always 
continuing into the next Congress, save as vacancies may occur through 
death or resignation. 

Mr. Hinds, in his collection of precedents, says: "The Senate, as 
a continuing body, may continue its committees through the recess 
following the expiration of a Congress" (vol. 4, sec. 4544) ; and, 
after quoting the above statement from Jefferson's Manual, he says: 
"The Senate however being a continuing body, gives authority to 
its committee's during the recess after the expiration of a Congress." 
(Vol. 4, sec. 4545.) So far as we are advised the select committee 
having this investigation in charge has neither made a final report 
nor been discharged; nor has it been continued by an atnrmatlve order. 
Apparently its activities have been suspt>nded pending the dec~sion 
of this case. But, be this as it may, it is ce~in that the comxmttee 
may be continued or revived now by motion to that effect and, it con
tinued or revived, will have all its original powers. (Hinds' Prece
dents, vol. 4, sees. 4396, 4400, 4404, 4405.) This being so, and the 
Senate being a contiuing body, the case can not be said to have 
become moot in the ordinary · sense. The situation is measurably like 
that In Southern Pacific Terminal Co. v. Interstate Commerce Com
mission (219 U. S. 498, 514-516), where it was held that a suit to 
enjoin the enforcement of an order of the Interstate Commerce Com
mission did not become moot through the expiration of the order 
where it was capable of repetition by the commission and wa9 a 
matter of public interest. Our judgment may y~t be carded into effect 
and the investigation proceeded with from the point at which it 
apparently was interrupted by reason of the habeas corpus proceedings. 
In these circumstances we think a judgment should be rendered as was 
done in the case cited. · 

What has been said requires that the final order in the district 
court discharging the witness from custody be reversed. 

Final order reversed. 
Mr. Justice Stone did not participate in the consideration or decision 

of the case. 

Mr. REED of 1\Ilssouri subsequently said : Mr. President, a 
few moments ago I introduced into the RECORD an opinion of 
the Supreme Court of the United States in the Daugherty case. 
I had intended at that time to make a brief statement, but I 
was called from the Chamber. On my way out several Sen
ators inquired what the decision was about and in which 
particular case it had been rendered. 

I think it will be of interest to the Senate to know that the 
case was the appeal of the Government from the adverse deci
sion rendered by the District Court of the United States for 
the Southern District of Ohio, under which on a writ of habeas 
corpus Mr. Daugherty was discharged after he had been taken 
into custody by the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate for con
tempt or recalcih·ance or refu~al to testify before a Senate 
committee appointed to investigate certain matters relating to 
the conduct of the office of the Attorney General. The Supreme 
Court reverses the decision of the district court, so that the 
Senate is now at liberty to proceed as it may deem proper
and, of course, within the law-against j\Ir. Daugherty. I say 
that much for the information of the Senate, and only desire to 
add that the decision is of vast importance to both the House 
of Representatives and the Senate, in that it firmly establishes 
the right of either of these bodies, when engaged in an investi
gation which has relation to the legislative powers which have 
been exercised or which Congress may desire to exercise, to 
puni!::!h for contempt witnesses who refuse to answer proper 
questions. Had the decision been otherwise, the power of 
Congress would have been very greatly circumscribed. 

I thought I ought to say that much, so that the Senate will 
understand what is involved. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question before he leaves the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from j\fis
souri Yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

1\Ir. 'nEED of Missouri. Certainly. 
Mr. HEFLIN. In the proceedings of the committee which 

investigated the Frank Smith . case in Illinois, were there 
not quite a number of witnesses who declined to testify? 

1\Ir. REED of Missouri. There were some three or four who 
refused. They, however, based their refusal chiefly upon the 
ground that the committe·e was going outside of its legitimate 
authority. That is a question which the committee will submit 
to the Senate for the Senate's action. 

Mr. HEFLIN. My understanding wa!11, . at the time I read 
the report, that the witnesses referred to declined to answer 

certain questions which ~ the committee asked them, and the 
committee never did secure the information it desired. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. That is correct, but we intend to 
get it if we can and if the Senate will take such action as it 
may be necessary to take in order to enforce the rights of the 
committee. 

PRESENTATION OF CREDENTIALS 

:Mr. BLEA.SE. Mr. President, I rise to a question of parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state the 
question of parliamentary inquiry, 

Mr. BLEASE. The rule of the Senate provides, under the 
heading " Presentation of credentials," as follows: 

1. The presentation of the credentials of Senators elect and other 
fiUestions of privilege shall always be In order, except during the 
reading and correction of the Journal, while a question of order or a 
motion to adjourn Is pending, or while the Senate is dividing; and 
all questions and motions arising or made upon the presentation of 
such credentials shall be proceeded with until disposed of. 

2. The Secretary shall keep a record of the certificates of election 
of Senators by entering in a well-bound book kept for . that purpose 
the date of the election, the name of the person elected, and the vote 
given at the election, the date of the certificate, the name of the 
governor and the secretary of state slgn.ing and countersigning the 
same, and the State from which such Senator is elected. 

Then follows, on page 9 of the Senate Manual, the form of 
certificate of election. Then, at the bottom of that page is the 
following resolution: 

Resolved~ That the Secretary of the Senate shall send copies of these 
snggested forms and these resolutions to the executive and secretary 
of each State wherein an election is about to take place or an appoint
ment Is to be made in season that they may use such forms if they 
see fit. 

The amended section of the Constitution reads as follows: 
The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators 

from each State, elected by the people thereof, for six years ; and elich 
Senator shall have 1 vote. The electors in each State shall have 
the qualifications requisite fot· electors of the most numerous branch 
of the State legislatures. 

When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in the 
S<'nate, the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of 
election to fill such vacancies. 

Mr. President, the section of the Constitution which I have 
read provides that Senators shall be elected by the people, and 
the rules of the Senate suggest a form of certificate to be used, 
although the Senate can not require the use of such form. 
Where a man has been elected by the people and the judges of 
the election or the canvassing board, as is the case in my State, 
shall have declared that he has been elected to the United 
States Senate, if the governor of the State were to decline to 
sign a certificate of ele<.'tion or if he wete to issue a certificate 
of election in an irregular form, would that affect such Senator 
taking his seat upon this floor? In other words, if a Republi
can governor or a Democratic governor of a State were to say 
because a man of the opposite party had been elected he would 
refuse to certify that man's election to the Senate, would that 
keep such man from being a Member of the Senate? Is it not 
sufficient, whether a certificate comes from the governor or 
not, that proof comes to the Senate that the man has been 
elected by a majority of votes? Is not that sufficient without 
any specific certificate from the governor? I hold that proof 
of the election from a proper legally constituted authority is 
sufficient, and that to allow a governor to att~mpt to nullify 
the election by refusing to issue a certificate or issuing an 
improper one would not affect the party elected ; if it did the 
governor and not the people would be selecting who should or 
should not be Senators and thereby defeat the will of the 
people and nullify the amendment to the Constitution. 

The PRESIDING OFl!'ICER. The Chair will take the par
liamentary inquiry of the Senato~ from South Carolina under 
advisement. The Secretary will st;ate the next bill on the 
calendar. 

THE CALEND!R--BILLS PASSED OVER 

The joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 34) proposing an amendment 
of the eighteenth amendment to the Federal Constitution relat
ing to intoxicating liquors was announced as next in order. 

1\lr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 

passed over. 
The joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 81) providing for a national 

referendum upon the modification of the national prohibition 
act was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 

pm;se<l over. 
The joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 85) proposing an amend· 

ment of the eighteenth amendment to the Federal Constitution 
relating to intoxicating liquors was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 

passe<l over. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I ask that all measures relat

ing to the prohibition question, which have been reported 
adversely, may be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The bill ( S. 4:151) to authorize the payment of drainage 
as.-;essments on Absentee-Shawnee Indian lands in Oklahoma, 
an<l for other purposes, was announced as next in oruer. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (H. n.. 11174:) to amend section 8 of the act of 

September 1, 1916 (39 Stat. L. p. 716), and for other purposes, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I uo not know that I am in 
order-the Chair will hold me out of o1·der, if that be tlle 
fact-but I wish to say, if the Senator from Maryland [1\lr. 
BRUCE], who is one of the most scholarly of Senators and who 
is at all times a gentleman, feels himself aggrieved because a 
bill which he is promoting has not had proper consideration, I 
would be willing to l:lee that bill brought before the Senate and 
considered. Nothing will more enhance the preRtige of the 
Senate than to let it be known to the country that' any bill 
which any Senator may advocate i~ entitled to and will receive 
a hearing. The Senator from Maryland could not complaiu if 
the Senate should by a vote of 95 to 1 declare against the 
passage of his bill, but the Senator from Maryland bas a com
plaint, anu a juRt complaint, when he is unable to secure civil 
consideration of his bill. 

1\ir. BRUCE. And I have been trying to obtain consideration 
of the bill for three years. Let that not be forgotten. 

Mr . .ASHURST. I am opposed to the Senator's uill. 
Mr. BRUCE. That may be; but that is all right. 
l\Ir. ASHURST. But I do Eay that when a Senator bus urged 

a Uill for any considerable length of time he is entitled to have 
for it its day in court. E ery bill should have its heru·ing, and 
if it be unwelcome, untimely, or wrong, let Senators vote 
against it. 

Mr. BRUCE. l\Ir. President, I ·was not vresent when the 
unanimous-consent agreement was entered into. The bill in 
which I am interested is the bill which is known as the French 
spoliations claims bill. It has been twice reported favorably 
from the Seuate Committee on Claims. I ha\e repeatedly en
deavored to get it up for bearing. This delay bas now gone 
on for three years, and I am just literally, I may say, in 
despair as to getting the bill up. 'Vhat disposition the Senate 
makes of tlle bill is purely a matter of secondary consideration 
to me. What I desire to do is to have the bill disposed of, one 
way or the other. 

l\Ir. McNARY. I call for the regular order. 
:Mr. BRUCE. I am not asking for any favors, if the Senator 

will pardon me for a moment. · 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is de

manued. 
l\1r. BUUCE. If tb'e Senate will only make the bill a special 

orcler, and limit debate on it, I shall be content. I am per
fectly willing to l111ve the debate limited to half an hour or 
to three-quarters of an hour, or for any time that the Senate 
may sec fit; but I do think that my brother Senators ought 
to assist me to get a hearing for the uill. 

THE CALE~DA.l~BILLS P A.SSED OVER 

The bill (H. R. 9055) to regulate the practice of chiropractic; 
to create a board of chiropractic examiners of the District of 
Columbia, and to punish persons violating the provisions 
thereof, was announced as next in order. 

Ur. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
Tlle uill (H. R. 8835) to amend section 11.12 of the Code of 

Law for the District of Columbia was announced as next in 
order. 

l\1r. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed· over. 

Tpe bill ( S. 4182) to provide a code of law governing legal 
reserve life-ins.urance business in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

:Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 1042) to amend the Penal Code was announced 

as next in order. . 
~.rr . BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1043) to authorize the appointment of stenog. 

rapbers in the courts of the United States and to fix their 
duties and compensation was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 112) authorizing the expendi-

ture of certain funds paid to the United States by the Persian 
Government was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
'l'lle PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 

passed over. 
The bill ( S. 1079) to provide seamen on American vessels 

with a continuous discharge book; to provide for improved 
efficiency and discipline ; and for other purposes, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BRUOE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passeu over. 
The resolution. ( S. Res. 207) authorizing an investigation of 

the existing strike of engineers and firemen on the Western 
Maryland Railroad was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
Mr. BLEASE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con· 

sider{ltion of executive business.-
Tlle PRESIDING OFl!'ICER. The question is on the motion 

of the Senator from South Carolina that the Senate proceed 
to the cousideration of executive business. [Putting the ques· 
tion.] Tile ayes appear to have it; the ayes have it--

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I may ask for a division on 
the question, but I should like to say, first, if the Senator from 
South Carolina will yield to me--

The PRES~DING OFFICER. A division is asked for. 
l\lr . BLE.ASE. I yielu to the Senator n·om Kansas. 
Mr. CURTIS. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNARY] de

sires to speak for about 15 minutes, and I hope the Senator 
from Soutll Carolina will witburuw his motion so that the 
Senator from Oregon may hnve an opportunity to speak briefly. 
I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from Oregon may 
proceed. 

1\fr. BRUCE. I will say that the Senator from Oregon only 
five minutes ago called for the regular order on me. 

Mr. McNARY. 1\It·. President, I do not ask to speak at this 
time, lJut at the conclusion of the consideration of the calendnr 
I want to have an opportunity to speak on the subject of forest· 
taxation legislation very briefly. 

1\lr. BRUCE. "'Vhnt is sauce for the goose is sauce for the 
gauder." 

Mr. McNARY. I am not asking anything whatever. 
1\lr. BRUCE. I want to give an illustration of the fact 

i.hat unless '"c show each other a certain amount of mutual con
sid~ration, and forego a certain amount of human selfishness, 
it will be impossible for anybody to have a fall.· show in getting 
llis bills up. 

1\fr. McNARY. I think it is a lesson that the Senator 
from Maryland ought to take to heart and follow. I am not 
asking for any special privileges at all. I do not intend to 
speak at this time. I will speak when I get ready, . and that 
will be after the conclmdon of the calendar. 

1\fr. BLEASE. Mr. President, out of courtesy to the Senator 
from Oregon I ask leave to withdraw my motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks unanimous consent to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I flatter myself tllat I have 
a rather placable and forgiving disposition; and I will not 
make any objection to the Senator from Oregon speaking, not
withstanding the fnct that he called the regular order on me. 

Mr. 1\IcN.ARY. I am not asking for that. I am not going 
to speak now at all. I e:xpres~ed the hope to the Senator 
from Kansas, our efficient lender, that at the conclusion of 
the calendar, if a sufficient time remained before 2 o'clock, I 
might speak briefly on this important subject. I do not want 
to speak now, because it" would appear that I am asking 
for something that· I, perhaps, would not grant to another. 

Mr. BRUCE. Oh, no; do not do that. That is not gen· 
erous. Do not put me in that position. I assure the Senator 
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from Oregon that I have .. not the slightest objection to his 
proceeding. - I shall be ·glad to have him speak at this time. 
-- Mr: ROBINSON of . Arkansas. Mr. President, I make the 
point of Ol~der that there lS nothing Defore "the Senate, and I 
call. for the regular order. 
- The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the next 

f>ill on the calendar. · 
The resolution (S. Res. 268) disqualifying Senators elect 

from holding a seat .in the Senate who have expended more 
than $10,000, or more than the amount (in no event exceeding 
$25,000) obtained by multiplying 3 cents by the total number 
of votes cast for all the candidates for the office of United 
States Senator at the last general election in the State of the 
residence of such Senator elect, was announced as next in 
order. 
. Mr. BRUCE. 0.-er. 

Tlle VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be passed oYer. 
The Bill (S. 4380) for the relief of Allen Nichols was an

nounced as next in order. 
. Mr. BRUCE. Over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 4692) to amend the act approved June 1, 1926 

(Public, No. 318, 69th Cong.), authorizing the Secretary of War 
to exchange deteriorated and unserviceable ammunition and 
components, and for other purposes, was announced as· next in 
order. 

l\.1r. BRUCE. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 4693) for the relief of sufferers from floods in 

the vicinity of Fabens and El Paso, Tex., in September, 1925, 
was announced as next in order. 
- Mr. BRUCE. Over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. i4S3) to amend _section 50¥2 and section 70 of 

the Articles of War was announced as next in order. 
. Mr. BRUCE. Over. 

The .VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 5486) for the relief of Levi Wright was 

announced as next in order. 
Mr. BRUCE. Over . . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ·(II. R. 10729) to create a bureau of customs and a 

f>ureau of prohibition in the Department of the Treasury was 
announced as next in order. 
. Mr. BRUCE. Over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 3624) authorizing the Secretary of War to ob

tain by reciprocal loan, sale, or exchange with foreign nations, 
in such quantities as are required for exhibition and study, 
articles of military arms, mat~riel, equipment, and clothing, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. 'Over. . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

.The bill (S. 4694) to amend section 47d, national defense act, 
was · announced as next in · order. · 

1\Ir. BHUCE. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 111) authorizing the Secre

tary of War to receive for instruction at the United States 
Military Academy at West Point two Chinese subjects to be 
designated hereafter by the Government of China, was an
nounced as next in order. 
· .l\1r. BRUCE. Over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be passed 
over. 

The bill (H. R. 1Q728) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
convey to the Association Siervas de Maria, San Juan, P. R., 
certain property in the city of San Juan, P. R., was 11nnounced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. O>er. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 3665) for the relief of Thomas Spurrier was 

announced as next in order. · 
Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 4789) providing for the biennial appointment 

of a board of visitors to inspect nnd report upon the' government 
and conditions in the Philippine Islands was announced as next 
in order. · 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 11843) to authorize the incorporated town of 

FP.irbanks, Alaska, to issue bonds for the purchasing, construc
titm, and maintenance of an electric light and power plant, 

. telephone system, pumping station, and repairs to the water 
front; and for other purposes, was announced as ne~t in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over-. 
- The VICE PRESIDEN'l\ The bill will be passed over . 
. The bill ( S. 3614) authorizing an appropriation for the con
struction o·f _a hard-surfaced road across Fort Sill (Okla.) 
Military Reservation was announced as next in order. 
.. 1\Ir . . BRUCE. Over. . . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 11768) to regulate the importation of milk 

and cream into the United ·states for the purpose of promoting 
the dairy industry of the United States and protecting the 
public health was announced as next in order. 
. Mr. BRUCE. Over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 6384) to amend the acts uf Jun·e 7, 1924, and 

March · 3, 1925, ·granting certain public lands to the city of 
Phoenix, Ariz., was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over . 
The bill (H. R. 15127) for the r elief of sufferers from fioods 

in the vicinity of Fabens and El Paso, Tex., in September, 1925, 
was announced as next in order. · 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
l\lr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, it is clearly 

manifest that HO business will be done under the tmanimous
consent order, the Senator from Maryland having announced 
his intention and having exercised his right to object to the 
consideration of all bills. I suggest to the Senator from Kan
sas [Mr. Cu:RTrs] that in justice to the Senate we should pro
ceed with the consideration of other business. I do not myself 
make a ' motion that the Senate proceed to the ·consideration 
of executive business, as the Senator from South Carolina 
[M:r. BLEASE] did, ·and withdrew it ; but it is perfectly fooli~h 
to continue the calling of the calendar when the Senator from 
Maryland ha~ announced that no bills will be considered and 
when be has . objected to the consideration of every bill that 
has been presented. 

Mr. CURTIS. ·1\ir. President, I would gladly move to go 
into executive session, but I told the Senator from Oregon 
[l\fr. McNARY] that I would try to have matters arranged so 
that he might deliver his speech. · 

l\:Ir. HOBINSON of Arkansas. I am sure we would all like 
to hear the Senator. It would be a much more profitable 
procedure than this. 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope the Senator will take advantage of 
the opportunity and deliver the speech now. There can be 
no objection to it. 

1\Ir. McNARY. I do not want to be placed in the attitude 
of trying to do something that collides with the rules. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator is not only per
mitted, he is intited, to make a speech. 

FOREST TAXATION 

1\fr. McNARY. Mr. President, inequitable taxation of our 
forest lands ranks with the forest-fire danger as one of the two 
great obstacles to the production of timber. The burdensome 
effect of annual property taxes is commonly cited by forest 
owners as a serious or insurmountable handicap to the growing 
of timber. A tax paid annually on growing forests, which 
yield no income for 30 or 40 years, is equivalent to taxing farm 
land with its growing crops thirty or forty times between seeding 
and harvest. Such a tax not only consumes a large part of 
the possible returns, but compels the grower of timber to pay 
long before he realizes on his product. Unless extremely mod
erate, the yearly taxation of growing forests may debar the 
investment of funds in such enterprises. . 

Undoubtedly after fire protection the development of greatest 
general importance in encouraging private productiOI!- of timber 
is an adjustment of the methods of taxing forest-growing lands. 
Obviously, as to State and local taxation, such reforms can be 
effected only by State legislation. The subject is, however, of 
such wide importance in all of the forest regions of the United 
States and has such a universal bearing upon the success of a 
national policy which seeks to promote timber growth that the 
select committee on reforestation believed it should be covered 
by a comprehensive investigation. 

The Clarke-McNary law wisely provides for a study of the 
tax _ problem by the Federal Government in cooperation with 
the States. Of the total appropriation of $660,000 to carry out 
the first three sections of the law for . the fiscal year 1926, 
$8,.GOO, in round numbers, was spent to initiate the tax study. 
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Of the $710,000 similarly appropriated for the :fiscal year 1927, 
approximately $35,000 will be devoted to this study, and prob
ably equal or larger amounts will be needed for several years to 
come. 
· To conduct this study, the Secretary of Agriculture has been 
fortunate in obtaining the services of Dr. Fred R. Fairchild, of 
Yale ·University, assisted · by a small staff of economists and 
foresters. Doctor Fairchild is a prominent economist and is 
not only an authority on general taxation, but has probably 
devoted more attention to the study of forest taxation than 
any other economist in the United States. 

A.t a conference of Clarke-McNary cooperators held in Wash
ington in Octol>er, Doctor Fairchild made a progress report 
concerning the status of the taxation study. He stated that 
it was his purpose to study intensively the six or seven m?re 
important forest regions of the United States, the work bemg 
now under way in Minnesota. Doctor Fairchild forese~s . . that 
the goal of this study is the development of general prmciples 
which will be both guides to the legislatures of the States in 
reforming their tax systems and guides to the private owners 
of forest lands. He contemplates that it will be several years 
before conclusions are reached. · · 

With reference to the general character of this problem he 
suggests that the taxation of the forests is .a part . of . the 
general tax problem of the United States. This fact IS cited 
as perhaps the principal reason, next to the lack of actual 
information for the scanty results· in the way of tax reform 
in the past: namely, the fallacious assumption that the taxa
tion of forests could be . taken out and treated as a problem 
by itself. The general .property tax has always been the 
backbone of the American tax system. Doctor Fairchild states 
that we must recognize that this gener~l property ta_x is long 
to continue as the foundation of the tax systems of the States 
and their subdivisions, and that its reform, . though greatly 
needed, will · not come by singling out a particular object of 
taxation and treating it as an isolated problem. . 

We can not study forest taxation without studying the prob
lem of the local highways and schools. The States ~d towns 
must have the requisite funds -to support these ent.e~pnse~. We 
can not throw one part of the Government out of JOmt with. the 
rest. 'l'his study is bound to be a study of the whole Amencan 
tax system, and as such may be expected to contribute some
what to the solution of other problems as well as forest 
taxation. 

-The taxation of old-growth forests is a heavy burden on 
many holders of large reserves of timber, but it is the taxing of 
young second-growth forests that is of chief ~mportance to the 
forestry movement. 

The general property tax, as applied to cut-over and young 
forests, entails an annual burden on a commodity that requires 
many years, varying roughly from 30 to 100 years or more, to 
reach a size when it can be sold and return a revenue. The 
owner is in the position of paying taxes not only on the capital 
value of hi,s forest, but over and over again on the crop before 
it matures and he is moreover, compelled to pay these double 
taxes by advancing m~ney lOJ?.g before he receives income. Such 
a scheme of taxation may easily discourage him from attempt
ing to reforest or to hold cut-over land for a second timber 
crop. On the other hand, the local communities must h_ave a 
regular fiow of revenues fo~ schools, roads, and othe~ gov~rn
mental purposes and any special system of forest taxation must 
recognize that n~ed. The proposed tax study aims primarily to 
seek a way to reconcile these conflicting needs. · 

One of the earliest remedies proposed · is the so-called yield 
tax-a plan that is still very much alive. In its simplest form 
it means taxing the timber when :it is cut. This timber repre
sents the gross yield, which is obviously easy to determine 
since it can be measured. From the owner's standpoint, this 
plan would offer the great advantage of levying the tax at the 
time when he was best able to pay it, namely, at the time of 
selling his timber. 

From tbe community standpoint, however, the subsUtution 
of the yield tax for the annual property tax would cause irregu
larity ancl temporary loss of revenue. Obviously, even where 
young timber was approaching maturity, there would not likely 
be an equal amount of cutting every year, and consequently 
there would not be an equal tax revenue from timber every 
year. In recently logged regions there might be no merchant
able timber and consequently no tax revenue for many years. 
To overcome this difficulty it has been proposed that the State 
shoulu act as banker for the local communities, advancing 
funds to them each year out of the State treasury ap.d later 
getting back these advances from the yield tax as timber is cut. 

LXVIII--112 

The yield tax has received much support from f1>resters and 
tax experts as the simplest form of forest tax. Yet the States 
that have attempted forest tax reform have been relucta~t to 
carry out the yield-tax plan in its . entirety. The plan has 
usually been compromised by omitting the provision to equalize 
the annual community revenues by ad ,·ancing funds from the 
State treasury, and by substituting for that provision an annual 
property tax on the bare-land value; that is, the current mar
ket value of unimproved, Iogged-o1! land. In addition, when 
the timber is cut it will pay a ·yield tax, but a yield tax 
reduced by the amount of the bar"e-land tax. In effect this 
system exempts the young growing crop. 

PRESENT STATUS OF FOREST TAX LEGISLATIO~ 

Twenty States have modified, in some manner, the general 
property tax through special provision for the taxation of forest 
lands. Of these 20 States, 11 have adopted various forms of a 
combined yield tax and land tax, 6 States have attempted to 
solve the problem by levying taxes on a limited taxable valua
tion, while 5 States provide some measure of exemption from 
taxation for forest properties, and 1 State has provision for a 
rebate of taxes. In connection with the above, it should be 
noted that a few of the States are trying more than one of these 
plans and are therefore counted more than once. 

Constitutional amendments were passed in California, Louisi
ana and Minnesota at the November, 1926, general elections to 
enable progressive forest tax legislation. These amendment~ 
are particularly significant as indications of a growing public 
concern over the problem of forest taxation and of a growing 
determination to attempt a remedy. 

One of the best illustrations of the yield-tax plan is the 
present forest tax law of Massachusetts. Under its provisions 
lands containing immature or growing forests, defined in the 
act as lands having less than certain stipulated quantities of 
timber per acre, may be registered for a special form of taxa
tion. Thereafter only the value of the bare land is assessed. 
In addition to paying an annual tax levied upon such assess
ments, the owner pays a yield tax of 6 per cent of the gross 
stumpage value of any timber severed from the larid, excluding 
material used for domestic purposes. If no cutting is done 
and the growth of timber exceeds the average quantities per 
acre specified in the act, the owner is notified thereof, and 
after three years have elapsed, if meanwhile the stand of tim
ber is not reduced by cutting, the value of the timber is added 
to the value of the bare land in the assessments for taxation 
purposes. This guards against abuse of the law in holding 
timber without cutting for other than economic purposes or in 
holding timber for an ~ndue length of time after a matured 
stand has been produced. 

Under this law the forest owner pays a moderate current 
revenue in State and county taxation, but pays no tax upon 
the timber crop itself until that crop is harvested and cash 
returns are available to meet tax obligations upon it. 

A forest crop represents of course the income from the land. 
In States which levy income taxes or corresponding business 
taxes on productive enterprises the payment in addition of a 
yield tax on the gross returns of stumpage becomes in effect 
double taxation. This consideration has led to an alternative 
plan under which the bare land, utilized for timber growing, 
is taxed annually at its full market value, at the same tax 
rate as other property. The business of growing timber would 
also, under this plan, pay the same income tax or business 
taxes as may be generally applied under the laws of the ·State. 
For convenience and simplicity in applying a general income 
tax to forest properties it might readily be converted into an 
equivalent yield tax on the gross value of the stumpage 
actually removed and realized upon. 

This plan bas the merit of being very simvle to put into prac
tice and is apparently equitable, since it gives timber growing 
the same treatment as other business enterprises. Legislation 
to make it effective need simply provide that growing timber 
shall be exempted from property taxation, that the land itself 
on which immature forests stand shall only be taxed, and rhat 
the income obtained or the · profits realized in timber prouuction 
shall be subject to the general income-tax le>ies of the State. 

Mr. President, I have been persuaded to make these observa
tions because I believe the public mind is not sufficiently appre-. 
ciative of the importance the subject of taxation occupies in its 
relation to forest conservation and replacement. Among many 
thoughtful persons the opinion prevails that the problem of 
reforestation will have been solved when the Federal Govern
ment, the States, and the owners of fore.c;t areas provide maxi
mum facilities for fire detection, fire prevention, and fire de
struction. These important factors stand in the foreground of 
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any program of reforestation; but not until the States of the to dispose of a measure, but now that the Senator has put 
Union shall have enacted an equitable system of taxation will h1s question to me I will stand on what I have already said. 
the people of our country enjoy the economic benefits that will EXECUTIVE SESSION 
flow from the rebuilding of our forest resources. Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-

THE CALENDAR-BILLs PASSED OVER siaeration of executive business. 
The PRESIDING O~'FICER (Mr. FRAZIER in the chair). 'l'he motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 

The clerk will proceed with the call of the calendar. consideration of executive business. After 2 hours and oO 
The bill (H. R. 15127) for the relief of sufferers from floods minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 

in the vicinity of Fabens and El Paso, Tex., iu September, 1925, and the Senate (at 4 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.) adjourned 
was announced as next in order. until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 18, 1927, at 12 o'clock 

Mr. BRUCE. Over. meridian. 
'.rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be pas~ed over. 
The bill (H. R. 1129) for the relief of Giles Gordon, was 

announced as next in order. 
Mr. BRUCE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, would the Senator from 

Maryland lJe willing to answer a question with respect to his 
policy in this matter? 

Mr. BRUCE. Of course. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Is it the Senator's intention to pursue 

this course on every occasion between now and March 4 
when the Senate attempts to act under this rule? 

l\Ir. BRUCE. I really see no reason why I should not. I 
mean to say, when things have come to such a pass in a legis
lative body that a hearing is not allowed in relation to a meas
ure after snell a long lapse of time as three years, I think a Sen
ator is justified in resorting to any measures, however extreme. 
Apart from all other considerations, I am sure that the mem
bers of this body will realize in what a tot:n.lly false position 
it puts a Senator in relation to his own constituents when a 
measure, in which he is deeply interested, remains suspended 
in this fashion year after year, apparently all his efforts to 
bring the measure up for· consideration being wholly futile. 

Mr. \VADSWORTH. Will the Senator be kind enough to 
reply to a further inquiry? 

Mr. BRUCE. Yes; I will, with pleasure. 
.Mr. WADSWORTH. In the event that the Senate voted on 

a motion to proceed to the consideration of the French spolia
tion claims bill, and voted in the negative by a majority of 
a quorum, would the Senator still continue? 
. . Mr. BRUCE. I should not have one word to say, not one 
word to say. I should acquiesce with the utmost cheerfulness. 
All I ask for is a hearing. I am like Themistocles in the classic 
story who said to EurylJiades, "Strike, if you will; but hear." 
That is my position. Strike, if you will, but hear me. 

I scarcely <:are what disposition is made of this measure, 
after this long lapse of time, if the Senate will only show me 
the courtesy and consideration to take it up at some time con
Tenient to the Senate. I nm not asking the Senate to take it 
up now, or at any particular time. 

.:Mr. 'V ADS'WORTH. Perhaps the Senator misunderstood 
my question. I asked this: In the eYent the Senate ;oted on 
a motion to take up the bill, and voted the motion down, de
clining to take it up, would the Senator then proceed in his 
policy? 

Mr. BRUCE. If there were a full attendance of the Senate, 
and an opportunity were given to me to explain the bill, and, 
after tbat, the Senate refused to take it up, I should n9t have a 
word more to say. Of course, I do not think that, as a rule, 
measures ought to be db:vo~ed of in that way. The Senator 
knows that sometimes the Sennte is impatient about the idea 
of taking a bill up, and will refuse to allow it to be taken up, 
when, in point of fact, if the bill were taken up, the Senate 
would pass it. l: have seen that happen more than once since 
I llaYe been here. But I am willing to take the risk. If the 
Senate, with a full attendance, will deliberately consider a 
motion for the consideration of this bill, and allow a reason
able amotmt of time for the presentation of the merits of the 
bill, a yery short time, as far as I am concerned-! should 
not want more than half an hour-then, if I can not get the 
bill up, I will have nothing more to say. 

I think the Senator from New York will bear me out when 
I affirm that I have never been an obstructionist in this body. 
I have over and over again refused to filibuster. I have been 
approached lJy strong groups asking me to join in a filibuster 
on some bill to which I was opposed and to which they were 
opposed, aml I have invariably refu~ed to co-mply. This morn
ing I Y6~ed to take up the " wool" bill, though I am very 
strongly opposed to that measure. I Yo ted to take it up 
because I thought that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. CAPPER] 
was entitled to have a bearing on it. · 

I take the Senator at his word. I Imow that what be suggests 
is a rather hazardous proceeding. That is not just the way 

NOMINATIONS 
E.rccutiv.e nomi11at·ions received by the Senate January 17,1921 

CoAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY 

To be a;id (with relatiiL•e ran.k of an sign in the Na1:y) by pro
nwtiotl· from deck officer 

James Dennis Thurmond, of Georgia, vice A. L. Jankowski, 
promoted. 

Charles A. Schanck, of Montana, vice N. B. Smith, promoted. 
Clarence A. Burmister, of California, vice D. H. Askew, 

resigned. 
Joseph Percival Lushene, of Minnesota, vice C. A. Billingsley, 

resigned. 
Harvey Orlando Westby, of North Dakota, vice F. G. Bryan, 

resigned. 
Curtis Le Fever, of Michigan, vice P. A. IIathorne, promoted. 
Hem·y Octave Fortin, of Montana, vice J. C. Partington, 

promoted. 
REAPPOINTMENT IN THE OFFICERS' RESERVE CORPS OF THE ABMY 

GENERAL OFFICER 
To be brigadier general, re.r;crve 

Brig. Gen. Luke Henry Callan, reserve, from February 4, 
1927. 

PROMOTIONS IN TUE NAVY 
MARINE CORPS 

Maj. Benjanlin S. Berry to be a lieutenant colonel in the 
Marine Corps from the 1st day of October, 1926. . 

Capt. James L. Underhill to be a major in the Marine Corps 
from the 5th day of July, 1926 . 

Capt. Keller E. Rockey to be a major in the Marine Corps 
from the 3d day of January, 1927. 

The following-named noncommissioned officers of the Marine 
Corps to be second lieutenants in the Marine Corps for a 
probationary period of two years from the 15th day of January, 
1927: 

C01·pl. Richard .T. DeLacy. 
Corpl. Carroll Williams. 
Corpl. Bernard H. Kirk. 
Corpl. William W. Benson. 
C01·pl. Sol E. LevenRky. 
Corpl. Raymond C. Scollin. 

CONFIRMATIONS 
E(Cecutivc ?Wntina.tions confirmed by the Senate Jarvuary 

11, 19re7 
COMMISSIONER OF !MAUGR.ATION 

Anna C. M. Tillinghast to be commissioner of immigration 
at the port of Boston, Mass. 

POSTMASTERS 
AL.A.BAM.A. 

Lillie C. Hays, Abbeville. 
Fred 1\I. Fitts, Alabama City. 
Margaret E. Stephens, Attalla. 
John L. Miller, Berry. 
William L. Power, Blountsville. 
John M. Stapleton, Foley. 
Warren L. Hollingsworth, Lincoln. 

. Addie 1\f. Cannon, Mount Vernon. 
Fred D. Perkins, \Vetumpka. 

COLORADO 
Agnes M. Ward, Bennett. 
Jessie L. Thurston, Carbondale. 
Earl E. Ewing, Colorado Springs. 
Gerald H. Denio, Eaton. 
Fred E. Maker, Grandlake. 
Talitha B. Utterback, Mesa. 
William D. Asbury, Montrose. 
Dixon D. Pennington, Victor. 
Frank D. Aldlidge, Wellington. 
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CONNECTICUT 

William G. 1\1ock, New Milford. 
W. Gardiner :pavis, Pomfret Center. 

JDAllO 

George F. Gleed, Bonners Ferry. 
Hazel M. Vickrey, Firth. 
Samuel P. Oldham, Rexburg. 
Myron A. Corner, Wallace. 

MAINE 

Jesse B. Crosby, Dennysville. 
Cecil E. Sadler, Limerick. 
Michael J. Kennedy, 'Voodland. 

NEBRASKA 

Sturley T. Stevens, Comstock. 
Elmer E. Gockley, Edison. 
Ross L. Douglas, Litchfield. 
Herbert C. Wilkinson, Weeping Water. 
Otto Dau, Yutan. 

NEW HAliPSHIRE 

Josie L. Pascoe, Chocorua. 
Harlie A. Cole, Groveton. 
James R. Kill Kelley, Wilton. 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Odin Stompro, Columbus. 
Charles E. Watkins, Dunseith. 
Gus. W. Hokanson, Fort Yates. 

_George :aummel, Gackle. 
Helen J. Beaty, Manning. 
Marion C. Houser, Napoleon. 
Martin H. Weber, New Leipzig, 
Flora Bangasser, Norma. 
Hazel Marking, Scranton. 
Fred E. Ackermann, ·wishek. 

OHIO 

John W. McCoy, Barberton. 
Mary E. Ross, Lebanon. 
William H. Hunt, Mechanicsburg. 
Allen E. Young, Medina. 
William H. Harsha, Portsmouth. 
Walter W. Wiant, St. Paris. 

SOUTH OAROLIN A 

Mortimer R. Sams, Jonesville. 
TEXAS 

John A. 'Veyand, Carmine. 
Stanley F. Labus, Falls City. 
Adah L. Ridenhower, Rico. 
Rufus H. Windham, Kirbyville. 
Jackson E. Brannen, Littlefield. 
Nathaniel B. Spearman, Mount Pleasant. 
Edward N. Mulkey, Sherman. 
Albert E. Newman, Texas City. 

WEST VIRGINIA 

E. Chase Bare, Alderson. 
Claude W. Harris, Kimball. 
Thomas C. Scott, Philippi. 
Nell Bennett, Pickens. 
Curtis K. Stem, Weirton. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
MoNDAY, Janua'l"!J 17, 1927 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
·The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 

0 Thou whose name is above every other name and blessed 
for ever more, hear the unuttered voices of our breasts and 
bless us with the peace that follows divine forgiveness. Bear 
with our infirmities and fortify us against error. Grant us 
strength to dismiss the anxiety of to-morrow and make us 
strong, urgent men of to-day. Give us the courage that con
quers disappointment and the faith that draws the future near 
and claims it as its own. Throughout our land prosper the 
good and defeat the wrong. Through Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, January 15, 
1927, wus read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SEN ATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. · Craven, its principal 
cierk, announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S: 5231) . 

authorizing the sale of land at margin of the Rock Creek 
and Potomac Parkway for c;onstruction of a church and pro
vision for proper ingress and egress to said church building, 
in which the concurrence of the House is requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Repres·entatives to the bill 
( S. 3804) granting the consent of· Congress to W. D. Com·er 
and Wesley Vandercook to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Columbia RivE>r between Longview, Wash., 
and Rainier, Oreg. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

1\Ir. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that that committee had examined and found truly 
enrolled Senate bill of the following title, when the Speaker 
signed the same : 

S. 3804. An act granting the consent of Congress to W. D. 
Comer and Wesley Vandercook to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Columbia River between Longview, 
Wash., and Rainier, Oreg. 

T.HE NAME OF THE DEI'l'Y IN THE CONSTITUTION 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. HuDsoN] is recognized. 

1\lr. HUDSON. !.h. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I 
have asked permission to address the House this morning in 
order that I may place in the RECORD a petition, together with 
a letter accompanying it, which is so unusual in its form and 
matt-er that I think it ought to go into the RECORD rather than 
merely dropped into the basket. Constantly from the be.ginning 
has this Nation shown it dependence on God, recogmzed by 
the founders and forefathers of this Nation, and by the men 
succeeding them, who have upheld and have had to do with 
the Constitution of this Nation. We have recognized that we 
are a Christian Nation, and while the name of the Deity does 
not appear in the Constitution, nor the name of the Son, our 
Lord Jesus Christ, yet we are known in the world as a 
Chri~tian Nation and we are a Christian Nation. We believe 
that the Divine Architect has been the architect of this great 
Nation in its founding and in its success. I a,m not sure that 
I am in harmony altogether with the purpose of the petition, 
but I do believe it is of enough significance to make this ref
erence to it this morning. The petition is signed by J. Clifford 
Mathews and 31 others, and with the letter accompanying it, 
reads as follows : 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of. the United States in 

Oongress assembled: 
This petition respectfully sheweth-
1. That in the otherwise excellent and admirable Constitution or 

our country we find no acknnwledgment of the God of Nations, or of 
the moral laws of His government. 

2. That in this respect tbe Constitution is inconsistent with the many 
practical Christian features of our Government and with the best 
traditions of our past history. 

3. That this defect encourages and teaches the false view that the 
authority of government is derived solely and ultimately from the will 
of the people and not from the will of God, contrary to. the express 
declaration of Holy Scripture : " There is no power but of God." 

4. That it encourages the false doctrine that civil government has 
no moral or religious duties to perform, and that irreligious and even 
immoral men may be properly and safely entrusted with its adminis
tration. 

5. That this defect ll:'aves the National Government and the govern
ments of the several States free to enact laws or adopt a course of 
administration conh·ary to the express laws of the Christian religion 
as applicable in civil affairs. Witness the divorce laws of many 
States, and the frequent or habitual violation of the Sabbath in various 
departments of the Government. Our National Constitution is, there
fore, a virtual compact or agreement to administer our Government 
without reference to the moral laws o.f the Christian religion. 

6. That the eternal Father has put the government of the world 
into the hands of the I.t<>rd Jesus Christ; that He is upressly de
clared to be •• King of kings and Lord of lords," and that the rl:'fusal 
of this Nation to acknowledge His authority and accept His iaw 
exposes us to the chastising and destroying judgments of God. 

7. That those who present this petition are unable, for these reasons, 
to accept this Constitution as a right fundamental law for the Nation, 
and are therefore debarrl:'d on conscientious grounds from participation 
in the government. We can nl:'ither take office under it ourselves nor 
by voting for others lay this Constitution upon them as the rule of 
their official conduct. 

We pray you, therefore, to propose such an amendment to the 
National Constitution as shall suitably ackno.wlt>dge Almighty God as 
the source of all authority and power in civil government, the Lord 
J~sus Christ as the ruler of nations, and His revealed wili as of 
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supreme authority in national affairs, and so place all Cbrlstian laws, 
institutions, and usages in our Government on an undeniable legal 
llasis in the fundamental law of the land. 

SOUTHFIELD REFORMED Pll.lilSBYTERIAN CHURCH, 

B~rmmgham, Mich., January tS, 191!'1. 
Hon. GRANT 1\I. HUDSON, 

House Office Building, Washington, D. a. 
SIR ; I am inclosing herewith in your care a petition to the Congress 

of the United States, signed by members of the Southfield Reformed 
Presbyterian (Covenanter) Church, Southfield Township, Oakland 
County, Mich., for an acknowledgment of the authority of Christ and 
of the law of God in the Constitution of the United States. 

We urge this petition because it is the duty of nations to acknowledge 
the authority of God and the sovereignty of Christ. The Holy Scrip
tures plainly teach thls obligation and history demonstrates the fact 
that the nations which forget God perish. Furthermore, such action 
would incorporate the Christian faith of the founders and buil<lers of 
our great Republic, as well as of our present citizenship, into perma
nent and legal form. Ours is a Christian nation in tradition and 
should be in reality. 

This would not be a union of church and state. We are not asking 
for the formation of a " state church." God has founded the church 
and the state as separate institutions. Each has its own independent 
sphere, but each should recognize the authority of God and be gov· 
erned by the laws of God in making its contribution to our life as a 
whole. H you are familiar with the history of our covenanter fore
fathers in Scotland you know that they have always · been leaders in 
the fight for the separation of church and state; but at the same 
time they have always earnestly maintained that the state is under 
obligation to recognize and submit to the authority of God as well as 
the church. 

Those who present this petition are seeking legislation which they 
believe to be of supreme import for the highest welfare of our beloved 
land. It iS the spirit of Christianity which has made the United 
States " the land of the free and the home of the brave." It is the 
blessing of a Divine Reigning Providence which lms made our United 
States the greatest and most prosperous Nation on earth. Why not 
recognize these facts and take our stand before the world with "the 
Gou of nations" ? 

Petitions similar to this are being prepared and sent in to Congress 
by other covenanter congregations throughout the United States. 
Your thoughtful and earnest consideration of this matter is respect
fully besought by those who present this petition. 

Respectfully yours, 
J. CLIFFORD 'MATIIlllWS. 

DAVID R. FRANCIS 

1\fr. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker, I have asked for this privilege 

in order to announce the death of a very distinguished Mis
sourian. On Saturday last there passed to the great beyond 
a former Governor of the State of Missouri, Mr. David R. 
Francis. I have known Mr. Francis since he first ran for 
governor about 35 years ago. He served our State as governor 
with distinction. Not only did be serve the State of Missouri, 
but be served the Nation. He came to Washington during the 
administration of Grover Cleveland and served as Secretary 
of the Interior in the President's Cabinet. Later on, during the 
admini tration of President Wilson, he served this country as 
ambassador to Russia at a time when it required a man of very 
great ability to serve with success, and his administration as 
ambassador to Russia was a success. 

He served the State and the country and the people at large 
in other capacities. He was president of one of the greatest 
expositions the country ever saw, the St. Louis Exposition. 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

The SPE.A.KIDR. The Consent Calendar is in order to-day. 
The Clerk will report the first bill. 

MEMORIAL LIGHTHOUSE TO CHRISTOPHER COLUMBUS 

The first business on the Consent Calendar was the House 
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 41) respecting the Pan 
American conference held at Santiago de Chile in April, 1924. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the concurrent resolution? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the concurrent resolution, as follows: 

Hou.se Concurrent Resolution 41 
Rcsoh:ed bV the House of RepresentatiL·es (the Senate aoncmrr,ng), 

Tllat it is the sense of the Congress that the United States approves 
the international project advocated at the Pan American Conference 
held at Santiago de Chile April, 1!>!!4, to erect a memorial lighthouse 

at Santo Domingo, Dominican Republlc, to Christopher Columbus, and 
that the several States participating in that conference be notified 
through the usual <liplomatic channels of the desire of the people of 
the United States to participate in this movement to honor the memory 
of the great navigator and discoverer. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 
FEES FOR CLERKS IN UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (S. 
3444) to amend the act of February 11, 1925, entitled "An act 
to provide fees to be charged by clerks of the district courts 
of the United States." 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider

ation of the bilL 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1\fr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob

ject, the chairman of the committee is not here. I suggest that 
the bill be passed without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. The ·gentleman from New York asks unani
mous consent that the bill be passed over without prejudice. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

that all bills that are passed without prejudice go to the foot 
of the calendar. 

The SPEAKER. That is the understanding. All bills passed 
without prejudice go to the foot of the calendar. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, why does the gentleman 
ask that? · 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We have been following that practice 
tllis session. It is working out very well. It saves a conges
tion of the calendar and permits bills to come up in order for 
consideration. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I do not see why a bill that gentlemen 
are not ready to present at this time should go to the foot of 
the calendar, especially in cases where there bas never ·been 
any objection to it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It permits bills that are at the foot of 
the calendar to be considered in order, and then the other bills 
will be reached after a time. · · 

Mr. SNELL. This is merely in confirmation of the sugges
tion of the gentleman that no objection be made to it. The 
bill is passed over without prejudice and goes to the foot of the 
calendar. Otherwise, if pressed, somebody might objeet to it. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. If it goes over without prejudice, it 
ought to retain its place on the calendar. 

Mr. SNELL. That is not the way we are working this _this 
session. Otherwise we would have them all on top every day. 

1!1r. GREEN of Iowa. That is all the explanation I can get, 
I see. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the next bill. 
COMPENSATION TO RETIRED WARRANT OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN 

EMPLOYED BY THE PANAMA CANAL 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 15468) to authorize payment of compensation to retired 
warrant officers and enlisted men employed by the Panama 
Canal. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considel·a

tion of the bill? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 

object-! object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 

HUMAN BLOOD FOR TRANSFUSION 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 12468) to pay for human blood for transfusion purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection· to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

the bill H. R. 16023 be considered in lieu thereof. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani

mous consent that the bill H. R. 16023 be considered in lieu 
of H. R. 12468. Is there objection. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That any person in the Military E sto.l.Jlishment, or 

who has been a member of the Military Establishment, who shall fur
nish 'blood from his or her veins for transfusion to the velns of a 
member or former member of the Military EstaiJlishment who is a 
patient in a Government hospital, shall be entitled to be paid therefor 
such reasonable sum, not to exceed $50, as may be determined by the 
head of the hospital concerne<l, from public funds available for the 
operation of such hospital : Provided, That expenditures heretofore 
made to persons in Government service for blood furnished from his or 
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her veins for transfusion to the veins of an officlnl patient ln a. Gov
ernment hospital are hereby authorized and validated. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. · 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The bill H. R. 12468 was ordered to lie on the table. 
INSPECTION OF BATTLE FIELDS OF BRICES CROSS ROADS AND TUPELO 

IN MISSHlBIPPI 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the · bill 
(H. R. 12640) to provide for the inspection of the battle field 
of Brices Cross Roads, Miss., and the battle field of Tupelo, or 
Harrisburg, l\1iss. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is thore objection to the present considera

tion of this bill. 
l\fr. SNELL. 1\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

may we have the bill reported. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re11ort the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., 'l'hat a commission is hereby created, to be com

posed of the following meml.Jers, who shall be appoiuted by tpe Secre
tary of War: (1) A commissioned officer of the Corps of Engineers, 
United States Army; (2) a veteran of the Civil War, who served hon
ornbly in the military forces of the United States; and (3) a veteran 
of the Civil War who served honorably in the military forces of the 
Confederate States of America. 
· SEc. 2. In appointing the members of the commission created by 
section 1 of this net the Secretary of War shall, as far as practicable, 
select persons familiar with the terrain of the battle field of llriceP 
Cross Roads, Miss., and the battle field of Tupelo, or Harrisburg, M:iss., 
and the historical events associated therewith. 

SEc. 3. It shall be the duty of the commission, acting under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, to inspect the battle field of llrlees 
Cross Roads, 1\fiss., and the oattle field of Tupelo, or Harrisburg, Miss., 
in order to ascertain. the feasibility of preserving and marking for 
historical and professional military study such fields. The commis
sion shall submit a report o! its findings and an itemized statement of 
its expenses to the Secretary of War not later than December 1, 1926. 

SEc. 4. There is authorized to be appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $3,000, or 
such part thereof as may be necessary, in order to carry out the pro
visions of this act. 

The SPEAKER. This bill r equires three objections. 
l\lr. LAGUARDIA. 1\ir. Speaker, under the reservation I 

would like to ask the gentleman from Mississippi if this bill is 
not similar to numerous bills that have been before the House 
which have all been merged in one ge;neral survey bill? 

l\1r. RANKIN. I do not think so. 
1\Ir. LAGUARDIA. How do they differ? 
l\Ir. RANKIN. They differ in this respect. This provides 

for a commission of men who were in these battles. There are 
a great many people, private associations, and so forth, who want 
to mark these fields. It has been about 63 years since these 
battles were fought. We must depend upon the men who were 
in them for the information as to where and how the fights took 
place. We want to get this survey now before these old men 
die, and that is the reason I have introduced this bill and 
ask that it be passed that we may get this survey made so 
that ''e may have it for future reference. 

1\fr. LAGUARDIA. Can not the War Department make a 
surYey as it has made of similar battle fields? 

1\Ir. RANKIN. In the first place, the War Department has 
not made those surveys, and I am not sure that it will make 
them in time. The fact is, that eycry year these old men arc 
dying off rapidly, and if we wait many years they will all be 
gone. 

Mr. RUBEY. I see that under the terms of the bill the 
commission has to submit a report by December 1, 1926. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bill? It requires three objections. [After a pause.] 
The Chair hear'S none. 

The Chair will call attention of the gentleman from 1\Iis::;is
sippi to the fact that section 3 of this bill r'equires a report to be 
made on December 1, 1926. 

Mr. RANKIN. It should be amended to December 1, 1927. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be 

agreed to. 
There was no objection. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

the third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

passed was laid on the table. 

ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE FOR SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF IOWA 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
'(S. 475) to authorize the President of the United States to 
appoint an additional judge of the Distriet Court of the 
United States for the Southern District of the State of Iowa. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
1\lr. GREEN of Iowa. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous con

sent that the bill be passed over without prejudice. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. The bill goes to the foot of the calendar. 
OBSOLETE AERON AUTIC.AL EQUIPMENT 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12212) authorizing the Secretary of the Nayy to dispose of 
obsolete aeronautical equipment to accredited schools, colleges, 
and universities. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

I want to ask the gentleman-! notice there is a committee 
amendment-
A tid pro·t'ided, That such aircraft, aircraft parts, and engines will not be 
used in actual flight. 

Mr. MAGEE of Pennsylvania. That is to be inserted. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman will support that amend-

ment? · 
Mr. MAGEE of Pennsylvania. Yes; it is in the bill as re-

ported. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enactecl, etc., '.rhat the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 

hereby, authorized, in his discretion, to dispose of without charge, except 
for transportation and delivery, to properly accredited schools, colleges, 
and universities for use in aeronautical courses, ru1y aircraft, aircraft 
parts, instruments, or engines w·hich have been declared obsolete by the 
Navy Department. 

With a committee amendment, as follows: 
At the end of line 8 insert a colon and the following: "And pto

vided, That such aircraft, aircraft parts, and engines will not 'be used 
in actual flight." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com
mittee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. T,he question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the bill as amended. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engros!::led and read a 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to recom;ider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was ordered to be laid on the table. 

MEMORIAL '1'0 CHRISTOPHER COLUMBUS 

Mr. DAVILA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks on the bill in regard to the Statue of 
Christopher Columbus. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 1·cqnest of the 
gentleman from Porto Rico? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DAVILA. Mr. Speaker, the project to erect an interna

tional monument to the memory of Christopher Columbus is 
so dear to the hearts of all Americans that it should appeal to 
every Member of Congress, irrespective of section or party. An 
appropriate memorial to Columbus would be but a fitting 
corollary to the enduring monuments that have been erected to 
Washington and Bolivar, for the glory of those three immor
tals is inseparably entwined. Had there been no Columbus to 
blaze the way to the 'Vest, there could have been no 'Yashing
ton, no Bolivar, in after times to battle for and finally triumph 
in the struggle for the rights of man. 

This resolution provides : 
That it is the sense of Congress that the United States approves· the 

international project advocated at the Pan American Conference held 
at Santiago de Chile, April, 1924, to erect a memorial lighthouse at 
Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic, to Christopher Columbus, and that 
the several states participating in that conference be notified through 
the usual diplomatic chanuels of the desire of the people of the United 
States to pnrticlpate in this movement to honor the memory of tlt~! 

great navigator and discoverer. 
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In deciding upon a favorable report the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs was impressed, among other imlorsements, with a reso
lution adopted at the Fifth International Conference of .Ameri
can States held at Santiago de Chile, April 24, 1923, reading as 
follows: 

Whereas a monument has not yet been ('rected in Ameriea to per
petuate the collective sentiment of gratitude, admiration, and thanks· 
giving toward Christopher Columbus, discoverer of America and bene
fnctor of humanity ; and 

Whereas the city of Santo Domingo, in ancient Espanola, now the 
capital of the Dominican llepublic, was the scene of the glories and the 
misfortunes of that illustrious -and learned man, anu therefore the afore
mentioned city is iutimately associated with his history; 

The Fifth International Conference of American States resolves to 
recommend to the Govcrnmt>nt of the American Republics to honor 
the memory of Christopher Columbus, discoverer of America, by the 
erection of a monumental lighthouse, to be called Columbus, on the 
coast of Santo Domingo, capital of the Dominican Republic, and which 
Rhall be built with the cooperation of the Governments and peoples of 
America and with the further cooperation of the other peoples of the 
earth. 

Santiago de Chile, April 24, 1923. 
Tullo U. Cestero, Dominican Republic ; J. C. VIdal Caro, Cuba~ 

~lejandro Alvarado Quir61'l, Costa Rica ; Rafael M. Arizagu., 
Ecuador; Pedro Cesar Dominici, Venezuela; Guillermo 
Valencia, Colombia ; CQ.rlos Cuadra Pazos, Nicaragua ; Cecilia 
Bnstamente, El Salvador; Justino Jimenez Ar~chaga, Uru
guay; Narciso Garay, Panama; Agustin Edwards, Chile; 
Fernando Saguler, ·Argentina; S. Gurgel do Amaral, Brazil; 
Benjamin Villaseca M., Honduras ; IIenry P. Fletcher, United 

·States of America; MAximo Soto Hall, Guatemala; M: Gon
dra, Paraguay; Arthur Rameau, Haiti. 

That indorsement by the representatives of the united A.meri
cnu Republics was a fitting consummation of the untiring and 
devoted fabors of the National Columbus Committee, which has 
labored since October 11, 1892, the four hundredth anniversa1·y 
of the discovery of America, to further the idea of a monu
ment worthy of Columbus's memory. 

I feel, :Mr. Speaker, that while the gratitude of both American 
continents should be accorded to aU the patriotic men who have 
contributed in any way to the accomplishment of this under
taking, that thanks are especially due to the members of the 
National Columbus Committee, whose labors have not only 
brought home to .all Americans the appropriateness .of this 
tribute to the great admiral, but in addition are contributing 
with their efforts to convince the world that the remains of 
Columbus are in fact buried in the city of Santo Domingo. 
The National Columbus Committee (Junta Nacional Colom
bina) is domiciled in Santo Domingo and composed of leading 
citizens of the Dominican Republic. The permanent committee 
on the Columbus Light is composed of ·the following members: 

Mr. C. Armando Rodriguez, chairman, former member of the Presi
dent's cabinet ; Ur. Manuel de J. Troncoso de la Concha, former mem· 
ber of the President's cabinet; Mr. W. E. Pulliam, general receiver of 
customs of the Dominican llepublic; and Mr. Federico Llaverias, secre
tary. 

. Tile task of pro-ring to a critical world thnt by miraculous 
intervention of fate the bones of the great disco-rerer are· still 
interred within the sacred wall of the cathedral at Santo 
Domingo has been one of the most fascinating problems of its 
kind in history~ There is no doubt or contro'fersy about many 
of the essential facts that contribute to the establishment of 
this proof. Columbus died May 20, 1506, at Valladolid, Spain, 
after having expressed to his son Don Diego and his daughter
in-law Dofia MRria de Toledo the wish that he be buried in Es
pafiola, the modern Santo Domingo. The authenticity of this 
''ish is clearly confirmed in Don Diego's will, dated September 
8, 1523, and in the royal decree of Emperor Charles V of Jnue 
2, 1537. 

The body was interred in the Church of St. Francis in Valla
dolid, and subsequently, some time between 1509 and 1513 it 
was remo\ed to the Carthusian Monastery. of Las Cuevas, near 
Seville. Tile date of that remo-ra! is uncertain, but the more 
es~ential facts connected with the ultimate carrying~ out of his 
last request are autllenticated by official Spanish documents. 
Diego, the son of Columbus, died 20 years after his father, in 
1526, and was interred beside him in the Oarthusian Monastery.
There the remains of both rested until 1537 or thereabouts, the 
exact date being uncertain, but in compliance with the royal 
decrees of the Emperor Charles V, bearing dates of June 2, 1537, 
August 22, 1539, and November 5, 1540, both bodies were ulti
mately u·ansported to tile cathedral at Santo Domingo, which 
~consecrated in 1G41. Tho great chapel of the cathedral, 

under the terms of the royal decrees, was assigned as tile 
sepulcher of tho Columbus -family. 

About -these facts there is no dispute. The contro-rersy tilat 
has arrested the attention of all students of the life and accom
plishments of Columbus I'clate to the supposed removal of the 
remains from the cathedral some two and a half centuries later, 
and the discovery within comparatively recent times of tbe 
alleged mistake made on that occasion, whereby the bones -of 
the son of Columbus were solemnly disinterred under the 
belief that they were tile remains of the great admiral himself. 

America has recently had a somewhat similar experience with 
the remains of her own great atlmiral, John Paul Jonc:-;, whic4 
were recovered from the neglected grave where they lay for 
upward of -a century in an obscure burying ground in Paris. 
E'feryone who has read the circumstantial details of that recov
ery and the identificatiou by Ambassador fortcr knows beyond 
the shadow of a doubt that the remains of the great atlmira1, 
who first made the American flag respected on the high seas, are 
those that rest in the splendid sarcophagus which a grateful 
Nation has erected to the commander of the Bon Homme 
Richa.rd at Annapolis. 

Wilile proof of the disco,ery and ideuti:tlcatlon of the relics 
of Columbus is as convincing and the surrounding · ch·cum
stances are as well authenticated as in the case of Joiln raul 
Jones, yet the · details are not so well known to the American 
public. I feel warranted, therefore, in briefly outlining tile 
facts. 

There is no controYersy ove:._· the fact that the caskets of 
Columbus, his . sQn, and his grandson once reposed in the 
cathedral of Santo Domingo by right of royal decree. - Just 
where they were interred within the cathedral walls does not 
appear to have been clearly preserved. If recorded, the entry 
was obliterated by the ravages of time, lost, or destroyed. It 
is known that about the time of the transfer of the remains 
from Spain to Santo Domingo a heated controversy a rose be
tween the family and the Bishop of Santo Domingo as to tlle 
location of the tomb. The family stipulated the higher plat
form of the sanctuary, but the bishop assigned the lower plat
form, reserving the higher for the interment of prelates. A 
controversy resulted, ending in an appeal to the King, who in the 
last of the royal decrees already .mentioncd ratified his previous 
decision in favor of the family. That was in 1540. . It is uncel·
tain whether or not the remains were transported directly to 
Santo Domingo and interred in the incomplete cathedral after
having been removed from the Carthusian :Monastery. Trl,ldi
tion has it that they remained for a while after leaving the 
monastery in Seville before being sent to Santo Domingo. We 
know from the historian, Las Casas, the friend and c<mtempo_. 
rary of Columbus, that they reached the island prior to 1544,
and a statement of the first .Archbishop of Santo Domingo in 
1549 tells us that "the tomb of Don Cristobal Colon, which con
talus his bones, is much -renerated in this cathedral." It · is 
probable that the epitaphs and inscriptions on the vaults of 
the cathedral were obliterated on occasions when the city was 
threatened with capture by pirates and enemies of the state. 
There is reason to believe that this WRS done when an English 
fleet under Admiral William Penn and. an English army under 
General Venables attacked the city in 1655. · · 

The archbishop not only secreted the sacred ornaments and 
vessels but ordered-
the sepulchers to be covered in order .that no irreverence or profanation 
be committed against th<'m by the heretics, and especially uo I so re
quest with reference to the sepulcher of the old admiral, which is on 
the -gospel side of- my holy church and sanctuary. 

It is but natural to presume, nothiug to the contrary beiug of 
record, that the cathedral autilorities took precautions to con
ceal the resting place of Columbus. This, us well as otiler 
facts that are to be l.Jrought later in this discussion, furnish· 
rather conclusive proof that the Spanh;h autilorities might easily 
ha-re been mistaken when they opened a sepulcher before evac
uating the island, to take away with them iu state the precious 
remains which they -valued abo-re all their other posse!'!sions in 
the Western Hemisphere. 
. Under the treaty of peace, following the termination of the 
war bet\veen F-rance and Spain in 1705, the Spanish pos:-;cssions 
in the island of Hispaniola were ceded ·to :b~rance. A Spani~h 
squadron. under command of Don- Gabriel de .A.ristizabel, lieu
tenant general of the royal armada, was sent out from Spain 
to superintend the e'facuation, and among the tasl{S with which 
he was charged was the transfer of the remains of Columbus 
to Ilabana; Cuba. 

Perhaps the most fitting account of that transfer has been 
told by Washington Irving, the illustrious biograph~r of both 
Columbus and 'Vashington. Tl.le literary works of this author 
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have been as much admired in Spain as in America, for in his 
heart Spain held a place only second to the land that gave him 
birth. Describin~ the transfer of the casket supposed to contain 
the remains of Columbus, Irving bas this to say : 

The worthy commander, Aristizabel, having taken all these prepara
tory steps with great form and punctilio, so that the ceremony should 
be performed in a public and striking manner, suitable to the fame of 
Columbus, the wllole was carried into effect with becoming pomp and 
solemnity. 

Ou the 20th of December, 179:J, the most distinguished persons of tlle 
place, tlle dignitaries of the clwrch, and civil all(l military officers 
assembled in the meh·opolitan cathedral. In the presence of this 
august assemblage a small vault was opened above the chancel in the 
principal wall ori the right side of the lligh altar. Within were founu 
the fragments of a leaden coffin, a number of bones, and a quantity of 
mold, cYidcntly the remains of a human body. Tbese were carefully 
collcct('d and put in .a ca~;e of gilded lead, about half an ell in length 
and breadth, and a third in hcighth, secured by an iron lock, the key 
of which was delh·crcd to the archbishop. The case was inclosed in 
a coffin covered with black velYet anu ornamented with lace and fringe 
or gold. The whole was then placed in a temporary tomb or mausoleum. 

On the following day there was another grand convocation at the 
cathedral, when the vi~ils and masses for the dead were solemnly 
chant£'d by the archbishop, accompanied by the commandant general of 
the armada, the Dominican and Franciscan friars, and the friars of 
the Order of Mercy, together with the rest of the distinguished as
seml>lage. Aftl'r thi!:i a funeral sermon wns preached by the archbishop. 

On the same day, at 4 o'clock in the afternoon, the coffin was trans· 
ported to the ship with the utmost state and ceremony, with a civil, 
religious, and military procession, banners wrapped in mourning, 
chants and responses, and discharges of artillery. The most distin· 
guished persons of the several orders took turn to support the coffin. 
The key wns taken with great formality from the hands of the arch· 
bishop by the governor and given into the hands of the commander of 
the armada, to be delivered by him to the Governor of Hnbann, to be 
hPld in ueposit until the pleasure of the King should be known. '.I'he 
coffin was received on board of a brigantine called the Discovm·e1·, 
which with all the other shipping displayed mourning signals and 
SRlutNl the remains with the honors paid to an admiral. 

From the ·port of San Domingo the coffin was conveyed to the Bay 
of Ocoa and there transferred to the ship San Loren:m. It was accom
panied by a portrait of Columbus, sent from Spain by the Duke of 
Veraguas, to be suspended close by the place wheL'e the remains of his 
illustrious ancestor should be deposited. 

The reception of the remains at Habana was, if anything, 
more imposing than their depat·ture from Santo Domingo. In 
the capital of Cuua they remained until the close of the Span· 
i~ll-American War, when the Spanish forces upon evacuating 
that h;land again carried the relics away with imposing cere· 
monies and depo~dted them in the cathedral at Seville. 

The world did not learn that the Spaniards had prouably 
made a mistake ~ith respect to the coffin of Columuus when 
they sailed away from Santo Domingo in 1795 until 82 ye.ars 
later. 

In 1877 extensive rPpairs to the old cathedral at Santo 
Domingo were again undertaken. The apostolic delegate and
the vicar of the cathedral decided to employ an experienced 
Cuban civil engineer to superintend the repairs. On Mny 14, 
1877, while the workmen were making excavations on the 
epistle side of the sauctuary, a ~mall vault containing frag
ments of a leaden case and some human bones were uncovered. 
The inscriptions on the caf>;ket identified it as that of Don 
Luis Colon, the grandson of Columbus. Following that dis
covery it was decided to institute a search of the entire area 
of the sanctuary. On Sunday, September 0, some four 
months after the finding of the grandson's tomb, the workmen 

·came upon the empty vault on the opposite side of the altar, 
from which the Spaniards had removed what they supposed 
to ue the casket of Columbus in 17U5. The next day the work· 
men discovered that the space between this empty vault and 
the wall of the cathedral emitted a hollow sound, although 
there was no exterior evidence of another vault being there. 
Im·estigation, however, disclosed that a somewhat 111rger vault 
than the one opened by the Spaniards was concealed by a rough 
stone slab and separated by a wall some G inches thick. The 
ui~bop, the Spaniards, and Italian ~onsuls and certain other 
eccle~iastical and civil authorities were at ouce notified by the 
workmen of this discovery and repaired to the cathedral to 
witllef':s further proceedings. 

There is perhaps no case of record where greater care was 
taken to guard against fraud or deception thnn in this instance. 
From the time a small part of the ~lau was hrokeu, rlisdosing 
a box within, until the identification of the casket was com· 
pleted the bishop, top;etber \Vith the ecclesiastical and civil 
authorities, safeguarded every step, so that the genuineness of 

the discovery is settled beyond the possibility of doubt ever 
being raised agaipst it in the future. Mr. Rudolf Gronau, 
who bas made a painstaking study of the matter, bas this to 
say about the actual · opening of the tomb after witnesses bad 
gathered: 

All reached the cathedral at the same time.. '.I'he vault was at that 
time only partially opened. The bishop ordered the aperture widened, 
so that a better inspection of the vault and its contents might be 
obtained. By introducing his arm into the opening he discovered 
that the object in tbe vault was a leauen case, the upper side or 
which was incrusted with lime. After breaking ol! a part of this 
crust, the bishop noticed an in~cription and was able to read the 
letters "Per Ate," which all persons around the vault with one \'oice 
interpreted as "Primer Almirante, the first admiral." As only Co
luml.ms bad held this title, the letters wtre regardeu as a strong indica
tion that the leaden case might contain his remains. Kot allowin~-: 

anyone to go further with the work, the bishop ordered that all 
should leave the cathedral, the doors of which ·were closed and locked. 
On request the government at once sent a number of ~entinels, w!Jo 
surrounded the cathedral. In the meantime the bishop, by special 
letters, invited the President and the cabinet of the Domiuicnn Ue· 
pul>lic, as well as the principal eccle~iastical, civil, and military 
authorities, and, furtllerruore, all foreign consuls, to be present at 
four and a half o'clock that same afternoon, when the vault and 
its contents would be publicly and carefully examined. 

In the presence of this high assemblage the stone slab was removed, 
the uox taken out, and carefully investigated. As it bad re:sted in the 
absolutely dry vault upon two !.>ricks, it proved to be in a state ot 
fair preservation, but dull in color and covered by a coating ot 
oxide, the unmistakable indications of old age. The closed box was 
21 centimeters, or 9 inches high, 42 centimeters, or 16% inches, long, 
and 21 centimeters, or 9 inches, wide. Its hinged and overlappinl: 
cover bad on its top the abbreviations : " D. de la A. per Ate," whicb 
has been interpreted to mean "Descubridor de la America. Primer 
Almirante" ; that is, "Discoverer of America, first admiral." Further 
investigations disclosed that on the left side, and also on the front 
siile of the box, the letter " C" was rudely engraveu, while on tlltt 
right side the letter "A" was found. 

C. A. Letters engraved on the sides of the coffin.. Exact_ size. 
~·hese letters at·e believed as standing for the initials of the words: 

" Cristoval Colon, Almi~ante." 
A!ter lifting the hinged co·ver another abbreviated inscription, in 

German Gothic letters, was discovered on the inside of the lid-

" llltre y Esdo Varon 
"Dn. Criztoval Colon.'' 

'fhls inscription has I.Jeen interpreted as-
" Illustre y Esclnrecid" Varon Don Cristoval Colon. 
" lllllstrious and famous Baron Christopher Columbus."' 

An examination of the contents of the box revealed human remains, 
with tile exception of a few parts reduced to dust. Among this dust 
and mold two small iron screws and a bullet of lead were !ound. An 
explanation of their being there no one was able to give at that 
time. 

At the end of tb('Be investigations a public declaration was made, In 
the presence of all the foreign consuls, that the real resting place 
of the aumiral's body had been !ound and positively identified. The 
Spanish consul, Sefior Jose M. de Echeverri, who was present, found 
no reason for suspecting the good faith of the examination, nor the 
genuineness of the grave and remains. On the contrary, he manifested 
his belief in that which he had seen by at once raising the claim ln 
the name of llis government for the delivery of the remains of the 
admiral, which in 1795, as now wns evident, were not transferred 
to Cui.Ja as intended. 

The news of the discovery, reported by the dltrercnt consuls to thetr 
governments and made known by Bishop Rocco Cocchia. in a pastoral 
letter (" Descubrimiento de las verdaderos restos de Cristobal Colon: 
Carta pastoral, Santo Domingo, 1877 "), spread rapidly and caused 
everywhere the greatest interest. But what was regarded as glad 
tidings by all inhabitants of the Dominican Republic was received with 
deep anger and Indignation by the ecclesiastic authorities o! the 
Cathedral o! Habana and the Spanish Government. 

Finding that their claim to the true relics of Columbus was endan
gered, they at once accused the Bi~;hop Cocchla and the other digni
taries of the cathedral at Santo Domingo of being the authors of a bol1l 
frauil, charging them with having manufactured the leaden box, filling 
it with l>oues, scratching the inscriptions thereon, digging the vault, 
and preparing a dramatic resurrection tn.bleau, at which the foreign 
consuls assisted either as dupes or as conscious principals in the 
deception. 

To uncover this tL'ickery Consul E cheverri was ordered, in January, 
1878, to procure and forward to Spain the following items of infor-· 
mation: 

First. A legalized copy of the act of examination of the human 
remains. 
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Second. Pllotographk reproductions of the leaden coffin, of its four 

sides and of the cover. 
Tllird. A certificate from tile scientific faculty •giving the state ot 

preservation in which the said coffin was found. 
Fourth. A detailed and sufficient report showing if at any time the 

pavement of the cathedrnl at Santo Domingo had been removed. 
Iu compliance with this order Consul Echeverri requested a. second 

investigation of the portentious case and its contents. This investiga
tion was made on January 2, 1878, by the Senores Don Pedro M. 
Pineyro, Don Mariano Socarrez, and Don Manual Duran, doctors ot 
medicine and surgery. During the process of this moRt thorough ex
amination the above-named gentlemen, on removing the dust of the 
bones, which lay in tho box, found at the bottom of the case a small 
plate o.f silver, of quadrangular form, 87 millimeters long and 32 milli
meters wide. This plate had two circular holes, which coincided with 
two others which were to be seen in tllo back of the leaden box. Now 
an explanation for the existence of the two little SC}.'ews, which had 
been found among the ruol<l during the first examination, was easy. 
Pitting exuctly to all the holes, these screws indicated that the little 
silver plate bad originally been affixed inside o.f the case, but had 
become loosened therefrom in time and slippeu among the burunn 
dust. 

This little silver plate contains on each side inscriptions which arc 
reproduced here in fun size. The shorter one has b~n interpreted as 
" Urna Cristoval Colon," while the longer one, the most significant 
aull important of all inscriptions, has been interpreted to mean 
"Cltima parte de los restos del primer Almirante, Don Cristoval Colon, 
Descubridor" (" Last parts of the remains of the first admiral, Don 
Cbrlstophe·r Columbus, the discoverer)." 

In spite of this auditional evidence the Spanish Government, how· 
ever, made great efforts to uphold the claim of the cathedral at 
Habana as the <lepository of the remains of Columbus, nntl Senor 
Antonio Lopez Prieto, a historian living in Habana, was commissioned 
to pen in defense of these relics an elaborate report that appeared 
under the title, " Los rcstos de Colon, Examen historico-critico " 
(Ilabana, 1870). Audrosscd to the captain general of Cuba, it resorts 
to al>le and astute ingenuity to prove the remains transferred to 
Habana in 1705 to have been tho genuine remains of the admiral. 
Seiior !\fanual Colmeiro supplemented tllese arguments with a report to 
the Royal Academy of History of Madrid, which later on was presented 
to the King and published by the Government. Not yet satisfied the 
Spanish Government iudicateu her resolution to insist on bcr claims 
by recalllng in disgrace her representative in Santo Domingo, Don Jose 
• ranuel de Echeverri, who had been present at the investigation of the 
tomb a.t Santo Domingo and had reported favorably about the uiscovery. 

Of course, the many direct and inilirect attacks on the veracity and 
~ood faith of Bishop Rocco Cocchia, r epreseniing him as an audacious 
imposter, were rejected with great heat. Firmly maintaining tbat a 
mistake bad been mRdo in 1795 by Aristizabel, the bishop insisted 
that only those remains newly discovered were the true relics of 
Christopher Columbus. The result was a hot controversy, which lasted 
for :rears and p ·oduced a flood of pamphlets and bulletins, in which 
~::Rch side tried its best to hold its claim aloft. 

I think that this is a fair recital of the outstanding facts 
attending the discovery of the remains of Columbus. The deep 
impres ion and enthusiasm which the discovery of the great 

' man's remains produced among the Dominican people is vividly 
portrayed by Emillano Tejera, a distinguished Dominican 
writer, in his book The Remains of Columbus in Santo 
Domingo. A short quotation from this work will not be amiss. 
Says Tejera after making a sketch of the events attendant on 
the uiscovery of the remains in 1877 : · 

The fact was e>ldcnt to all. Columbus was in Santo Domingo. 
There was no one who doubted it. The enthusiasm bordered on frenzy; 
and if those who have left this al>ode of sorrow are permitted to rejoice 
at what goes on here, Columbus must have felt an immense satisfac
tion, equal. at least to that which he experienceu when his eyes dis
cerned the shores of America, when he saw that the recovery of his 
remains, after centuries of oblivion, moved many thousands of persons 
so deeply, The cannon awakened distant echoes, and acclamations to 
Columbus and to tlle groat Isabella filled the air. Certainly Columbus 
nevet· received homage su pure, disinterested, and sincere as that ren
dereu him on the night of the lOth of September l>y the inhabitants o! 
Santo Domingo. 

In spite of the unanimity of opinion prevailing in Santo 
Domingo in regaru to the authenticity of the remaj . 8 disinterred 
in 1877, a controversy has raged about it for the past half 
century. No one, howe\er, who has had the privilege of visit
ing the old cathedral at Santo Domingo and of discussing the 
uetails with the distinguished committee that has made the 
publicity of the · truth a life labor of lo\e can have any doubt 
about the genuineness of the daim of the Dominican people. 

Everyone who has studied the question is impressed with the 
fact that the old cathedral records regarding the inte1·ment of 
Columbus, which could cast considerable light on the subject, 

are- missing. It has been said that they were probably de-· 
stroyed at the time Sir Francis Drake and Ws English priva-· 
tee:r;s sacked the city in 1586. The more probable version, and 
the one held by Tejera, is that they were removed from the 
cathedral and transferred to llabana along with the rest of the 
ecclesiastical and civil archives when the Spanish left the 
island in 1801. 

It is clear, at any rate, that the exact resting place of Colum. 
bus's -remains was ignored in Santo Domingo long before 1705. 
No other conclusion can be arrived at after a study of the docu
mentary proof offered for the consideration of the investigator. 
The following statements offer a concise resume of ali the 
existing documentary proof on the matter: 

(a) Statement of Archbishop Francisco Pto in 1655. This was an 
order by the archbishop to the effect that "the sepulchers be covered 
in order that no irreverence or profanation be cpmmitted against them 
by the heretics, and especially do I so request w)th reference to the 
sepulcher of the Old Admiral, which is on the gospel side of my holy 
church and sanctuary." 

(b) Letter written on the 2d of August, 1GG7, by At·chbishop Cueva Y .. 
1\Ialdonado to the King of Spain, wherein is shown that us early us 
1664 there was no inscription or sign whatever on the tombs of Colum
bus ami his sons. 

(c) Statements authorized by the synod of the 5th of No\'ember, 
1683, wherein is said : "The bones of C. Columbus are there in a 
leaden case in tlle presbytery, beside the wall of the high altar, ~o.. 
gcther with tllose of his. brother, Don Luis Columbus, which are on the 
opposite side, according to the traditions of the olde!lt inhabitants of 
the island." . 

(d) Document subscribed the 26th of April, 1783, by Manuel. 
Sanchez, treasurer, and redro de Ga lvez, maestrescuela of the cathe
dral, stating that on the 30th of January, 1783, while certain repairs 
in the cathedral's presbytery were being made, there was discovered on 
the gospel side a vault containing a leaden urn with the remains of 
a human being, adding that some years before this, durin~ repairs of 
a similar nature, there was fonnu on the epistle side a similar vault, 
and that according to the tradition banded down by the old folks of 
the country and . to a chapter of the synod above refeued to, the vault 
on the ·gospel side was believed to contain the bones of Admiral Chris· 
topher Columbus and that on the epistle side either those of his 
brother Bartholomew or of Columbus's son Diego, just w4ich of th,e 
two being uncertain. 

(e) Letter written on March 29, 1783, by Isidoro rernlta, captain 
general, to Don Jos~ Solano, at the request of the . French historian 
M. L. Moreau do Saint Mery, relating and c_onfirming the statements or 
the two canons, Don Manual SAnchez and Don Pedro Gah·ez, treasurer 
and maestrescuela, respectively, of the cathedral. 

This is the only e\idence known which coulu have served as 
the basis for the exhuming of the ·remains in 1795. Archbi. ·hop 
P!o's order in 1655 advising ~pccially that the old admiL·al's 
tomb be covered in oruer to avoid irreverence and profanntion 
on the part of the heretics tends to show that the exact lo.cn tion 
of the remains was known at that time. The precautionary 
measures adopted by the archbiRbop were floubtless of :sn r.~ a 
nature as to erase any iUentifying trace in the vaults which 
incloseu the remains. 

This may be deduced from the letter written by ArclJbiHhop 
Cueva y Maldonado to the King of Spain, wherein he speaks 
of the discovery of the remains of the ancestors of the Duke of 
Yeragua (Columbus and his son) in 1664, while the pr~sbytei'Y. 
of the cathedral was being repah'eu "without our havmg pre
vious knowledge that they were here." It is evident that as 
early as this thel.'e existed no exterior signs on the tomb~, . in~e 
Archbishop Cucba y Maldonado hau no knowledge ot then· 
existence. 

The Synod of the 5th of No\ember, 1683, tells us that OolUlll
bus's bones lie in a leaden casket in the presbytery ou oue side 
of the step before the main altar, together with those of his 
brother Don Luis, which arc on the other side, accor<ling to 
the tl'Udition of the old people of the island. 'l~his is irrefut~ 
able proof of the fact that even that early tradition wa~ tlle 
only authority that could be adduced in the attempts to fix tile 
exact spot where the remains of tlJe admiral and hls sons lay. 
The Synod is wrong when it states that the remains on the 
opposite siue of the altar from Columbm;'s are those of Don 
Luis, Columbus's brother. Columbus had no brother named 
Luis, nor were the remains of his brother Bartholomew interred 
in the presbytery. According to the decrees of Emperor Charles 
V, only Columbus and his heirs had the right to be buric<l 
in the presbytery. The remains mentioned by the Synod are 
those of the admiral's grandson, Don Luis, and not those of his 
brother, as has been clearly and definitely ascertained since 
then. 

The synod was correct in its statement that Columbus's re
mains lay in a leaden ca~kct in the presbytery, at one side of 
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the step before the main· altar, but the silence which it keeps 

· with respect to the remains of Don Diego is significant. In 
the old presbytery there were buried the remains of the first 
_admiral ; his son, Don Diego ; and his grandson, Don Luis. 
The synod's silence with respect to Don Diego's remains shows 
that even at that time tradition was deficient and confusing 
since it presented but part of the truth. 

The leaden urn seen by the canons, Sanchez and Galvez, in 
1783, seems to be the same as the one exhumed by the Spaniards 
in 1795. The distinguished Dominican w1iter Emiliano Tejera 
-so a-sserts after presenting a great array of reasons and argu
ments. 'l'he urn discovered in 1783 had no inscription whatever, 
for, had that been the case, the canons would not have turned 
to tradition in order to assert that it contained the bones of 
Admiral Christopher Columbus. The urn exhumed in 1795 
was likewise without inscription. The description of the re
mains in 1783, authorized by Captain General Peralta, coincides 

. with the description of the remains that were exhumed in 1795 
nnd the account of the location of the vault seen by the can
ons, agrees with the description of the vault which enclosed the 
remains exhumed by the Spaniards. 

The evidence thus far secured tends to show that the afore
mentioned canons never saw the first vault on the Gospel side, 
which is the one which contained Columbus' body. They prob
ably failed to see that where Don Luis lay, too, for had they 
seen it they would not have committed the mistake of saying 
that the remains in the said vault were those of Don Bartho
lomew or Don Diego, since the leaden casket on the Epistle 
side said clearly on one of its sides : "Admiral Don Luis." 

Is it reasonable to suppose that the canons would have bad 
recourse to tradition in order to establish an erroneous conclu
sion bad they had before them the inscription engraved on the 
casket containing Don Luis's remains? Based on this tradition, 
the canons felt justified in saying that the remains found in the 
leaden casket discovered by them belonged to the admiral, while 
ignoring the fact that his son Don Diego was also buried on 
the gospel side of the main altar and that it was impossible, in 
the absence of any inscription, to determine with precision to 
which of the two persons the aforementioned remains might 
belong. 

Although it is virtually impossible to condense within the 
narrow limits of a speech all the arguments and data which 
might be presented in discussing this much-debated matter, it 
seems to me that it has been demonstrated conclusively that 
tradition, and that partly incorrect, bas served as the only 
guide since 1655 in determining the resting place of the first 
admiral, and that in the face of the proof so far presented no 
n~ who values hi.s veracity would assert that the remains 

exhumed in 1795 wel'e the genuine remains of Columbus. It 
has been charged that the ecclesiastical authorities and all 
persons concerned in the exhumation of 1877 are guilty of a 
pious fraud. But it is up to those who allege fraud to offer 
proof thereof. It is not sufficient to assail the good faith of 
the personages who witnessed the affair of 1877. It is neces
sary to produce competent evidence to sustain the alleged 
fraud. The affirmative bears the burden of proof. 

The French historian Moreau the St. Mery visited Santo 
Domingo in 1783 and 1787; that is to say, eight years before 
the exhuming of the alleged remains of Columbus. It was his 
purpose carefully to investigate the exact location of the re
mains. After painstaking inquiries and fruitless efforts, the 
illustrious historian expressed his disappointment in these 
eloquent phrases: 
- What a subject for the reflection of the philosopher ! Scarcely are 

300 years past since the discovery of the New World and already we 
hardly know what has become of the precious remains of the sagacious, 
enterprising, and intrepid discoverer. We see him expressing an anxious 
solicitude that his ashes may repose in the capital of the immense island 
which first established the truth of the existence of a Western Hemi· 
sphere ; they are transported hither posterior to the construction of the 
principal edifice, the cathedral, and yet-0 supine indifference for all 
that is truly noble !-not a mausoleum, not a monnment, not even an 
inscription to tell where they lie ! 

This was written by M. Moreau in 1787, and in 1795 there took 
place the exhumation which has caused such lively controversy. 
The official document, written on the Eame day by Hidalgo, 
the secretary of the proceedings, states as follows: 

On December 20, 179G, a vault was opened, located in the sanctuary 
on the right or gospel side, near the main wall and in the platform 
before the high altar. The capacity of the vault was about 1 cubic 
yard. Therein were found some thin sheets of lead about 11 Inches 
long which had evidently been parts of a box or case of that metal ; 
also some bones of legs and arms and various other parts of some 
deceased person. These were collected in a large tray, together with 
all the dust, which, from the fragments ot some small bones and its 

color, were recognized as the remains of the same corpse. The whole 
was placed in a gilded leaden coffin, with an iron lock; this was locked 
and the key was delivered to the most illustrious archbishop. 

This is the proof offered by those who sustain that the gen
uine remains of Columbus were disinterred in 1795. Not a 
single inscription, not a word, not even the smallest sign to 
show that those were the first admiral's remains-only the 
vague declaration that there had been found in a vault on the 
gospel side of the presbytery, among other things, pieces of shin 
and arm bones and various other parts of some deceased per
son. 'l'he official statement does not say, indeed no one could 
say, whose the disinterred remains were, but recourse iS had in 
fixing their identity to a tradition which, while correctly hold
ing that Columbus's remains rested on tlle gospel side of the 
presbytery, forgets the very important fact that Don Diego's 
remains were likewise buried in the same presbytery, by the 
side of his father and ancestor. This vault, whose contents 
were disinterred in 1795, was found to be empty in the exhuma
tion carried out in 1877. This is affirmed by all who witnessed 
the ceremony, among them the United States consul, l\lr. Paul 
Jones, who, in a letter written to l\1r. W. A. Whitehead, secre
tary of the New Jersey Historical Soc~ety, affirms that-

On the morning of the lOth of September last, two small vaults were 
disco,·ered, side by side, separated !Jy a wall of about 6 inches in thick
ness. The eastern, or one nearest the altar, was empty; the other 
contained a metallic case. 

There were three bodies buried in the old presbytery, three 
separate vaults contained them, and three remains have been 
found. How can those who allege that Columbus's remains 
were exhumed in 1795, and admit that those found on the 
epistle side are those of his grandson, Don Luis, account satis
factorily for the absence of Don Diego's body? 

Is it, perhaps, enough to suomit to the study of the investi
gator the evidence of only two bodies when it is known that, 
as a matter of fact, three were buried in the old presbytery'! 
The _truth, when maimed and incomplete, may lead to deplor
able blunders. And in this case it is evident that a grave 
error has resulted. No one can be blamed, however. Those 
who &xhumed the remains in 1795 based their procedure on the 
inaccurate data provided by tradition. Perhaps they did not 
use all the caution and prudence which the transcendency of 
their act demanded, but undeniably they acted in good faith. 
Later developments have uncovered their mistake and revealed 
the truth. Spain will soon recognize this as a fact. Let us 
trust in the justice and nobility of the Spanish Nation, for 
that people which, inspired by Columbus's genius, fostered the 
undertaking which wrested a new· world from the bosom of 
the sea will also know how to wrest the truth from the depths 
of doubt and error. 

It is only fair, nevertheless, to recognize that there still 
seems to exist in Spain the belief that the true remains of 
Columbus were actually carried to Cuba upon the Spanish 
evacuation of the island and ultimately to Spain. All honor 
to the devout and chivalric sentiment of Spain in thus honor
ing the memory of her great admiral and in providing for what 
she believes to be his ash.es a sanctuary among the immortals 
of Spain. 

Surely the people of the Americas stand ready to prove to 
all the world that they are no less appreciative of Columbus, 
and by the same token they propose to see that a suitable 
memorial is erected to him in the land and city he loved above 
all other places of the earth and where he expressed the wish 
to lie buried-in Hispaniola, the modern Santo Domingo. 

A sparkling gem in the blue sapphire of the Caribbean; the 
cradle of civilization in the New World; the stronghold of the 
Spanish Empire in America in the sixteenth and seventeenth 
centuries-that is and has been the island of Santo Domingo, 
destined by its beauty, its historical importance, and its geo
graphical position to become the shrine of the two Americas. 

Hispaniola (Columbus's name for Santo Domingo) was dis
covered by the great navigator on his first voyage. Upon his re
turn to Europe he wrote a letter to a friend containing the' 
following references to the island : 

In it [Hispaniola] are many little ports on the coasts, shelters un
matched by those of any other coast which I know in Christendom; 
and an abundance of rivers of marvelous goodness and size. The land 
is elevated, and there are in it several ranges of hills and lofty moun
tains, incomparably greater than the isle of Cetrefrey [Tenerlfc] ; all 
very beautiful and of varied forms, all accessible, covered with trees 
of a thousand varieties, so tall that they appear to reach the sky. And 
I am assured that they never lose their foliage, as might be imagined, 
since I have seen them as green ane beautiful as they are in Spain in 
May ; and some were in flower and others in fruit, others in other con
ditions, according to their species. And the nichtingale was ~lnglng, 
and other birds ot various species, in the month of November, by the 
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path whieh I was foTiowing. There are palms of six or eight kinds, 
marvelous to tlte eye ·because of their beauty: but it is thus with the 
other ·trees and their fruits and flowers. There are charming pine 
groves and broad expanses of verdure and honey and many kinds of 
birus and a diversity of fruits. There ure many metal mines in the 
land, and the population is inestimable in number. Hispaniola ls 
wondrous-with its mountains and hi.llB, its plains and fields, and its 
soil, so fine alld dch fot· planting and sowing and for raising livestock 
of all sorts, and for building cities and towns. The pot·ts here are not 
to be believed unless seen, as are the muny and large rivers of ex
cellent waters, the greater part of which contain gold. The trees and 
fruits and plants are very different from those ln Juana [Cuba]. In 
this isle are many spices and large mines of gold and other metals. 

The glowing and romantic description of the island by the 
great admiral needs no further comment. Suffice it to say that 
the island is just as attractiYe now as in Columbus's day, its 
virginal beauty and fragrance pre·miling in spite of the ad
\ances of civilization. 

Historically the island of Santo Domingo is of great interest 
to the Pan American countries. It was the first portion of the 
New World to be conquered, colonized, and civilized by Euro
peans. From Hispaniola -Hernan Cortes left for the conquest 
of Montezuma and his Mexican Empire; Pizarro went to con
quer the Inca realm in Peru ; Balboa to discover the great 
South Sea; Ojeda to colonize the mainland at Venezuela; 
VelUzquez to settle Cuba; Ponce de Leon to Porto Rico; Esqui
vel to Jamaica. Here was, in brief, the base of operations for 
the conquistadores. Hispaniola was the center whence Span
ish power and culture spread. Here the first college in Amer
ica was established, St. Thomas College, founded in 1497, 
13!) rears before Harvard College. Here the firs t fort, Fort 
Natividad, was built, with timbers salvaged fl·om the wreclr 
of the caravel Santa Maria, one of Columbus's three vessels on 
his first voyage. Here the first European city in the New 
World, Isabela, was founded in 1493, and the first mass in 
America celebrated in this city early in 1494. Indians and 
Europeans fought fot' the first time on ground where later rose 
tP.e old city of La Vega. Here Fray Bartholomew de las 
Casas did much of his work for the relief . of the oppressed 
Indians ; here the first treaty of peace between Europe and 
America, a forerunner of the American Declaration of Inde-· 
pendence, and the result of the first successful l'ebellion of the 
New "\\"~'orld against the Old, was drafted between the powerful 
King Charles I of Spain and the interpid Indian chieftain 
Enriquillo. It amounted to the abolition of Indian slavery and 
a granting to the Indians of certain of those " inalienable 
rights" which ·the Jeffersonian document was to uphold so 
feryently 250 years later. 

Here the redoubtable Sir Francis Drake held sway for nearly 
a month in the rear 158G, daily burning a portion of Santo 
Domingo City, until the inhabitants gathered enough money for 
the ransom of the city. As a souvenir of his visit there is kept 
a cannon ball, fired from one of his \essels, which became 
imbedded in the roof of the cathedral, where the visitor may 
see it to-day. 

We all know that the King of England gave Pennsylvania 
to 'Villiam Penn in lieu of p11yment ·of a large debt owed to 
his father, Admiral Penn. Few of us, howeYer, know the 
origin of chis debt. It was due Admiral Penn for his services 
in an e-xpedition sent by Cromwell to conquer Hispaniola, in 
1655. The Uritish were repulsed in their attempts to storm 
the capitfll, Santo Domingo City, and were forced to leave, 
sailing to Jamaica, which they conquered and hold to this day. 
Had Admiral Penn been successful, the booty would have 
amply r epaid him for his seryices, and whnt i$ now Pennsyl
yania would not have been grante<l to 'Yilliam Penn, jr. 

Although the lund teems "ith his torical a s ·odations, of 
which but a fe" have been mentioned, unques tionably the most 
highly prized relic in Santo Domi11go is the body of Columbus. 
The remains are kept in a monument in the cathedral at 
Santo Domingo <:ity. A more impressive and suitable resting 
place will be proYided, howe>er, as soon as the project for 
the erection of u lofty lighthouse and tomb at Punta Tor
recilla, .in Santo Domingo city, materializes. The lighthouse 
is to be 1,100 feet high-a trnly monumental structure. The 
project, as I ha>e previously stated, has received the support 
of the Pan American Umon a11d the fifth Pan American Con
ference, held at Snntiago de Chile in 1923. At this conference 
it "\\as accorded "To recommend to tho Governments of the 
Republirs of America that they honor the memory of Chris
topher Columbus, the discoYcrer of America, by the erection 
of a monumental lighthouse to be known as the Columbus 
lighthouse, on the coast of the city of Santo Domingo, capital 
of th~ Dominican Republic, "\\hich lighthouse should be built 
with the cooperation of the Go>ernments and peoples of Amer
ica, and, indeed, of all the peoples of the world," The legis· 

latures of Santo Domingo ancl Colombia haye already appro
priated sums for the erection of this monument, and the mat
ter is under the consideration of the legislative assemblies of 
several other American Republics. 

The United States Congress is not asked to appropriate ; it 
is merely requested to give its sanction to the project, that the 
cause may be fm·thered in this country. Individual citizens 
may contribute to the share expected to be raised in the 
United States in this noble effort to render homage to the man 
who discovered and brought civilization to these shores. · 

Before concluding my remarks I wish to avail myself of this 
opportunity to express my gratitude to the Dominican people 
for their courtesy and hospitality during my short stay in the 
island recently. The Dominican Republic enjoys to-day the 
most complete tranquillity under the administration pre!:iided 
over by Gen. Horacio Vasquez, a government deserving of vrai t;e 
because of its honesty, ability, and efficiency. An era of prog
ress and activity which shall redound to the great benefit of 
that island is dawning. Broad, beautiful roads arc being la~d, 
aqueducts and sewerage systems are being built in the citie~. 
irrigation projects and similar constructive schemes to fer
tilize the soil and develop the vast agricultural resources of 
the island are being carried out and will be instrumental in 
developing the wealth of the nation. With peace assured and 
the inhabitants dedicated to the task of promoting their coun
try's progress, we may expect that in the near future the 
visitor will behold marvelous advances and will sec in this 
island, with its wealth of historical association and natural 
beauty, the real Jerusalem of America, as the DominicnT,l. 
wl'iter, M. A. Cocco, hopes when he maintains that nature and 
history unite in designating Hispaniola as the shrine of Pan 
Americans, even as Jerusalem is the shrine of Christians · nnll 
Mecca that of Mohammedans. 

As a part of my remarks I want to insert in the REcono the 
following quotation from Rudolf Oronau's "The Last Res ting 
Place of Columbus" : 

WHAT Two AMERICANS JURISTS SAY 
It may not be out of place here to reproduce the views of two able 

American jurists, who became interested in this peculiar question, 
studied the same, and published their findings. John Gilmary Shea, 
In the M'agazlne of American History for Jam.nry, 1883, has criticized 
the methods of the Spanish writers to uphold the claim of Habana 
and to impeach tl\e discovery made in Santo Domingo in 1877 by aRsail
ing the character of Bishop nocco Cocchla and presenting him as an im
p<>stor. He says: "•.rhese advocates on the Spanish side adopt n RYS· 

tern which we, at a distance, and with nothing to bias us in favor 
of either side, can not reco{;llize as just or sound, for at the great 
bar of his torical criticism both side must be held to the same rule of 
evidence. nut they Insist on everything being taken for grunted in 
regard to the excavation of 1785, and they not only impeach all the 
evidence of that of 1877, but they even a ssail the good faith of all 
concerned, and fail to produce even presumptive proof. The >ault 
found in 1795 must, according to them, be regarded as unques tionable 
ancient; but that found in 1877 requires proof of its age, Seiior Prieto 
stating • my opinion is that it has not the antiquity supposed.' 'Thet·e 
was no inscription of any kind with the remains taken up in 1795, 
but they must be conceded to be those of Christopher Columl.Jus, while 
those found in 1877 are false, because they have an inscription. 
Those concerned in the Pxamination in 1705, we are required to be
lieve, acted in perfect faith, free from all pious frau<l, and imbued 
with unerring accuracy, while they insist on our regarding all con
cerned in the affairs of 1877 as impostors and authors of a pious 
fraud . This course can not be admitted. What one side is required 
to prove, the other is under equnl obligation to support by cvi<lence. 
A charge of fraud must be sustained by evidence or such a train of 
circumstances as to admit of no other alternative. There can not be 
a disct·lmination made between the two parties.'' 

The second American jurist interested in this case fs Dr. Richard 
H. Clarke. He contributed to Donahoe's Magazine of Jnne, 1803, an 
article, " Where is Colnmbus burled?" From this article I quote tbe 
following : 

" In l.lehalr of the SpaniRh claim it was neceRsary, in the fncc of 
the facts, to take bold and high ground. Hence they a1tack the 
veracity and good fAith of Archbishop Cocchin, representing him as 
an Impostor·, the perpetrator of an undacious frauu, and allege thnt 
under the pious pretext o! ,contiibuting to the canonization of Colum
bus, he R.Dd his confederates wer·e 'the authors and accomplices of a 
pious fraud.' While Archbishop Cocchia must be here regarded as the 
chief witness of certain facts, he is certainly entitled to that measure 
of credibility which, upon well-known principles of human nature 
and of moral philosophy, as well as upon the laws of evidence familiar 
in e>ery court or justice, is extended to every witness. It Is not suffi
cient to assail the testimony of a dignified gentleman of unquestion
able character and o! high perfional and official worth. It is neces
sary to adduce competent eviuence to sustain such nssertionl:l. I 
must say that the l"el)orts, documents, and general literature before 
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me give no such proofs. Nor can I find anything to sustain the 
charge itself that the remains exhumed in 1877 were lacking in an
tiquity. The official and solemn declaration of all the distinguished 
persons present, setting forth the facts, establish the contrary. 

" With absolute impartiality I have examined the testimony and 
voluminous writings on both sides of this controversy, and the facts 
and arguments. The ques tion is really narrowed down by the estab-

_ llshed laws of evidence. The historical fact is well established, and 
it is conceded by the Spanish advocates of Habana that the remains 
-of Columbt.B had been deposited in the sanctuary of the Cathedral of 
San Domingo, on the right, or gospel, side of the altar. By the rules 
of evidence, a . state of facts or conditions of things once established 
or admitted is legally presumed to continue until a different one is 
proved or admitted. lienee it follows that the remains of Columbus 
are presumed still to repose in the Cathedral of San Domingo, unless 
the advocates of the Cathedral of Habana can prove incontestably 
their subsequent removal to Habana. Now, what proof is there of such 
a removal? The contents of a grave, containing human remains, were 
certainly removed in 1795. But there was no leaden case, only frag
ments of lead showing there may have been one formerly. '!"'here was 
no plate bearing a name or an inscription, and the grave was un
marked. There was nothing to show whose remains they were. Even 
the official act or document made on the occasion pointedly and sig
nificantly refrains t'rom mentioning whose remains they were. 

"The remains of the great admiral were transported about the 
year 1541 to the New World he had discovered, and buried on the 
right-hand, or gospel side of the grand altar of the Cathedral of 
San Domingo, and there they reposed unquestioned until 1795, when 
the Spanish Government and the Duke of Veragua immediately and 
hastily, on the t>onclusion of the treaty of Basle, and to avoid the 
complications of leaving them on other than Spanish soil, undertook 
their removal. In the haste of the removal no other grave in that 
sanctuary was thought of but that of Columbus, and the first grave 
found on the gospel side was taken to be his, and the remains were 
immediately removed to llabana. There was no inscription by which 
to identify the remains, and yet should other graves be afterwards 
found under the sancttaary, or should another grave be found on the 
gospel side and especially under the bishop's chair, what authenticity 
could attach to the remains removed to Habana? But-still stronger
what if another grave should be found thus located, bearing equal 
evidences of antiquity, and containing five separate and distinct in
scriptions stating in unmistakable language that they were the re
mains of Christopher Columbus 'l Yet all these were found in 1877. 
Mr. Greenleaf, in his great work on the laws of evidence, states that 
the evidence derived from ancient tombs and the inscriptions thereon 
stands in the very first rank of proof in the court of justice. But, 
see the corroborating circumstances: first, its location just where 
Columbus had been burled; second, the finding of the grave of Luis 
Columlms on the epistle side, just where it had been buried; third, 
the finding of the empty grave of Diego Columbus, just where it had 
been located, thus completing the identification of the grave of the 
three Columbuses ; fourth, the remnants of corroded leaden plates in 
the grave of Diego, showing that there had also been an inscription 
there, while the other two graves nrc . clearly identified by appropriate 
inscriptions of Columbus and Luis Columbus; fifth, the high and un
impeachable character of the archbishop anu other officials making the 
discovery and certifying it to the world ; sixth, the witnesses called, 
in the persons of the consuls of foreign nations, to see and certify 
to the whole proceeding; seventh, the absence of all proof or identi
fication of the remains removed in 1795 as those of Columbus ; eigllth, 
the judgment of learned historians and experts in favor of San Do
mingo ; ninth, the current and living acquiescence of the world, as 
manifested by the fact that, wllen antiquarians, students, officials, his
torians, or tourists start o1.1t to visit and pay homage to the lllus
trious man who discovered America, they go directly to San Domingo, 
nnd there only." 

FEES OF CLERK'S OF DISTRICT COURTS 

l\Ir. GRAHAl\f. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
go buck to No. 731 on the calendar, the second bill on the 
calendar to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to return to Senate bill 3444, Calendar No. 
731. Is ther~ objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKEJR. '.rhe Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read RS follows : 
Be ·it enacted, et c., That section 3 of the act of February 11, 1925 

( 43 Stat. L. p. 857), be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as 
follows: 

" SEc. 3. Upon the filing of any answer or paper joining issue, or the 
entering of order for trial, there shall be charged and collected by the 
clerk, from the party or parties fillng any such answer or paper, for 
services performed and to be performed by said clerk in saitl case or 
proceeding the further sum of $5 : P1"0t' ided, That after one fee, as here
inbefore provided in this section, has been paid by any defendant, cross 

petitioner, intervenor, or party, other defendants, cross petitioners, 
intervenors, or parties, separately appearing or filing any answer or 
paper in said suit or proceeding, shall pay a further fee of $2 for 
each answer or paper so filed : And provided further, That upon a plea 
of not guilty in any criminal case . there shall be charged in the cost s 
the sum of $5, which, however, shall not be demanded of any such 
defendant unless and until by order, judgment, or decree of the court 
the costs in the case are taxed and assessed against him." 

SEc. 2. That paragraph G of section 8 of the said act of February 
11, 1925 {43 Stat. L. p. 8G8), be, and it is hereby, amended to read 
as follows : 

"6. For a copy of any r ecord, entry, or other paper, and the com
parison tllereof, 15 cents for each folio of 100 words : Pro vided, That 
in each criminal case not provided for in section 1033 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States the clerk shall furnish each defendant, · 
upon his request, a copy of any information filed or indictment returned 
agalnst him, the fees for said copy and the certificate thereto, at the 
rates provided for by law, to be taxed as costs; but such fees shall 
not be demanded of any such defendant unless and until by order. 
j~dgment, or decree of the court the costs in the case are assessed 
against him." 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1\lr. Speaker, I move to amend by strik
ing out, on page 2, line 7, after the word "filed," the balance 
of line 7 and all of lines 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report: 

The Clerk read ns follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. LAGUARDIA: Page 2, line 7, after the 

word "filed," strike out: '1A.nd prot>ided further, That upon a plea of 
not guilty in any criminal case there shall be charged in the courts 
a sum of $5, which, however, shall not be demanded of any such 
defendant unless and until by order,- judgment, or decree of the court 
the costs in the case are taxed and assessed against him." 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
be kind enough to accept the amendment? 

Mr. GRAHAM. I can not accept the amendment, because 
it would destroy the bill. The bill is to relieve this tax from 
these matters until the case is decided. It is left to the court 
to assess the costs. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The man might not be convicted. 
Mr. GRAHAM. It will not be put on him in that event. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is in the discretion of the court? 
Mr. GRAHAM. Yes; it is in the discretion of the court. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman state how it will 

be in the case of acquittal? In that case the judge can not 
tax him with the costs? 

1\fr. GRAHAM. That is the law. You can not tax the man 
who is acquitted. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That satisfies my purpose, and I with
draw the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment is with
drawn. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out 

the last word for the purpose of asking a question of the 
chairman of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland moves to 
strike out the last word. 

1\lr. IIILT.J of Maryland. In the last section of the bill which 
has just been read I understand the same observation which 
the chairman mac.le in answer to the question of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA] applies here. If there is an 
acquittal in the case, these copies are uot charged up in the 
case? 

Mr. GRAHAM. Of course, no costs can be charged to the 
acquitted man. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I withdraw the pro forma amend
ment. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment is withdrawn. The question is on the third reading of 
the Senate bill. 

The Senate bill was. ordered to be rend a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

Tile SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

COTTON REPORTS OF THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 15539) relating to certain cotton reports of the Secretary 
of Agriculture. 

'l'he title of the bill was rend. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill2 
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l.Ir. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, I want to 

ask the gentleman from Texas what provision is in the bill, 
or what facilities has the department, for access in order to 
conform to the requirements of tile bill? 

M:r. JONES. Section 4 provides for that. 
l\.lr. LAGUARDIA. The Secretary expresses grave doubts as 

to that. 
1\fr. JONES. That was before section 4 was put in. When 

the report was made the Secretary approved it. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. The Secretary approves a suspension 

of the reports for certain months? 
Mr. JONES. Yes. It was the unanimous opinion in the 

South that it ought to be limited. 
l\.lr. LAGUARDIA. Is it not a fact that suspension of re

ports is to the disadvantage of the farmers, because speculators 
are in a better condition to indicate the condition of the crop 
entire than anybody else? 

1\Ir. JONES. The gin reports are issued every two weeks. 
l\fr. LAGUARDIA. You would not suspend them? 
Mr. JONES. Oh, no. 
Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman from Texas explain the 

cost of tllis bill? 
l\.lr. JONES. It will be something like $300,000, according 

to the Budget estimate. We llad a hurried report on this be
fore they got through their investigation. Since then the 
Senate amendments have been put on. 

Mr. S~"ELL. Does the gentleman approve of the passage of 
a bill involving an expenditure of $300,000 without definite 
approval? 

Mr. JO~"ES. There is definite approval. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. This was approved by the Depart

ment of Agriculture and received the unanimous indorsement 
of the Committee on Agricultut·e, and certainly is urged by 
the cotton planters of the entire South. · 

Mr. SNELL. I presume that is so. I do not know that I am 
opposed to the bill, but I do think it is wrong in principle to 
pass bills of this character by unanimous consent when they 
provide a charge on the Treasury of $300,000 or $400,000 and 
with hardly any explanation. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And it has not the full approval of the 
department? 

Mr. S~"ELL. I am not opposed to the bill. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

I think this legislation is badly needed. 
Mr. SNELL. I wonder whether the gentleman will always 

take that position. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I will try to do so. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, of the :.-eports issued by the Secretary of 

Agriculture pursuant to the act entitled "An act authorizing the Depart
ment of Agriculture to issue semimonthly cotton-crop reports and pro
viding for their publication simultaneously with the ginning reports of 
the Department of Commerce," approved May 3, 1924, only four shall be 
issued hereafter, one as of September 1, one as of October 1, one as of 
November 1, and one as of December 1, each of which shall state the 
condition and progress of the crop and the probable number of bales 
which will be ginned, these reports to be issued simultaneously with 
the cotton·ginning reports of the Bureau of the Census relating to the 
same dates, the two reports to be issued from the same place at 11 
a. m. of the eighth day following that to which the respective reports 
relate. When such date of release falls on Sunday or a legal hollday 
the report shall be issued at 11 a. m. of the next succeeding workday. 

Smc. 2. Tbe Secretary of Agriculture shall cause· to be issued a report 
on or before the 10th of July of each year showing by States and in 
toto the number of acres of cotton in cultivation on July 1, to be 
followed on September 1 and December 1 with an estimate of the 
acreage of cotton abandoned since July 1. 

SEc. 3. It shall also be the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture, in 
so far as practicable, to report from time to time the grades, staples, 
and qualities of the cotton in the warehouses, and his estimate of the 
grades, staples, and qualities of that which is being produced. 

SEc. 4. That for the purposes of section 3 of thi~:~ act it shall be the 
duty of every owner, president, treasurer, secretary, director, or other 
officer or agent of any cotton warehouse, cotton ginnery, cotton mill, or 
other place or establishment where cotton Is stored, whether conducted 
as a corporation, firm, limited partnership, or individual, when re
quested by the Secretary of Agriculture, or by any special agent or other 
employee of the Department of Agriculture, acting under the instruc
tions of said Secretary, to furnish completely and correctly, to the 
best of his knowledge, all of the information concerning the grades and 
stapl~ length of cotton on hand, and when requested to permit such 
agent or employee of the Department of Agriculture to examine and 
classify samples of all such cotton · on hand. The request of the Secre
tary of Agriculture for such information may be made in writing or 

by a visiting representative, and if made in writi,ng shall be forwarded 
by registered mail, and the registry receipt of the Post Office Depart
ment shall be accepted as evidence of such demand. Any owner, presi
dent, treasurer, secretary, director, or other officer or agent of any 
cotto!l warehouse, cotton ginnery, cotton mill, or other place or estab
lishment where cotton is stored, who, under the conditions hereinbefore 
stated, shall refuse or willfully neglect to furnish any information 
herein provided for, or shall willfully give answers that are false, or 
shall refuse to allow agents or employees of the Department of Agri
culture to examine or classify any cotton in store in any such estab
lishment, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon conviction thereof, 
shall be tined not less than $300 or more than $1,000, at the discretion 
of the court. 

SEc. 5. The Secretary of Agriculture shall conduct studies and pre· 
pare and publish from time to time reports on the various ·uses of cotton 
of the several grades and qualities upon which reports are issued in 
accordance with section 3 of this act. 

SEC. 6. Samples of cotton used or to be used in determining the · 
grades and qualities of cotton in accordance with section 3 of this act 
shall, under such regulations as the Postmaster General shall prescribe, 
pass through the mails free of charge, whether deposited in the mails 
by officers or employees of the Department of Agriculture or by persons 
from whom sucb samples are obtained. 

SEC. 7. The Secretary of Agriculture may cooperate with any de
partment or agency of tbe Government, any State, Territory, District, 
or possession, or department, agency, or political subdivision thereof, 
or any person; and shall have the power to appoint, remove, and fix: 
the compensation of such officers and employees, not in contlict with 
existing law, and make such expenditures · for the purchase of samples 
of cotton, for rent outside the District of Columbia, printing, telegrams, 
telephones, books of reference, periodicals, furniture, stationery, office 
equipment, travel, and other supplies and expenses as shall be neces
sary to the administration of this act in the District of Columbia and 
elsewhere, and there are hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sums 
as may be necesHary for such purposes. 

SEc. 8. All laws and parts of laws in contlict herewith are hereby 
repealed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tinie, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
COMPENSATION TO RETIRED . WARRANT OFFICEllB AND ENLISTED MEN 

EMPLOYED DY THE PANAMA CANAL 
l\Ir. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

return to No. 743 on the calendar. That bill was called before 
I came into the Chamber. I was detained by a committee meet
ing, and I understand the gentleman from New York [l\Ir. 
LAGUARDIA] objected. I would like to ask unanimous consent 
to return to that bill and see if we can not get the gentleman 
from New York to withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from lllinois asks unani
mous consent to return to Calendar No. 743. Is there objection? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I would not object to its being reconsid
ered, but when the Speaker puts the question, Is there objec
tion? I shall object. 

1\lr. DENISON. Has the gentleman decided positively that he 
will object without any explanation? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I have had a full conference with the 
Comptroller General about this. And I am opposed to the gen
eral policy of allowing retireu men of the Army and Navy to 
occupy civil positions and draw double pay. 

Mr. DENISON. Of course the gentleman knows that this 
prohibition has been remo-ved as to every other department of 
the Government by Congress, and it only applies now to the 
Panama Canal. 

l\1r. LAGUARDIA. .And we are going back the other way, 
and every time we ba>e the opportunity we .are simply going 
to prevent retired men and officers of the Army and Navy from 
drawing a pension and also their regular pay. 

1\ir. DENISON. Of course, this bill only applies to a small 
number of enlisted men who are employed on the canal. 

1\Ir. LAGUARDIA. Of eourse, their pension is· simply sus
pended during the time they are receiving pay from their civil 
occupations. 

Mr. DENISON. The gentleman knows this bill has once 
passed tile House? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I know that; but it is a matter of policy, 
I will say to the gentleman, and bas no relation to the merits 
of the cases of the e particular men. We are trying to get away 
from having retired men and oftkers of the Army and Navy 
occupying civil positions draw both salaries. It puts every civil 
employee at a disadvantage. · 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, in view of the objection of the 
gentleman from New York, I will withdraw the request 
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RELIEF OF CERTAIN CI'l'IZENS OF EAGLE PASS, TEX. 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 13778) for the relief of certain citizens of Eagle Pass, Tex. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 

- The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
· Be it e11acted, etc., Tbat . the Secretary of War is authorized and 

<lirected to convey by quitclaim ucP.d all the proprietary right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to the tract of land near 
Eagle Pass, Tex., uescrib<'.d in the deed to the United States of 
America, dateu :May 27, 1!)19, executed by S. P. Simpson, F. F. Niggli, 
anu Sam Schwartz, a.n<l I·ecorde!l ill volume 20, beginning at page 
606, of the deed record~:~ of Maverick County, Tex., to the trustees 
described in tbe conuitional limitation clause of such deed, and to their 
succeRsors, in trust for the purposes set forth in such conditional 
limitation clause, such deed having been executed as a gift on behalf 
of numerous citizens of Eagle Pass, upon conuition that if the United 
States should abandon the use of tile tract as an Army post or 
camp, title thereto should revert to the grantors, their heirs and 
legal representatives, in trust for certain beneficiaries. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was 
paf:lsed was laid on the table. 

ADJUSTMENT OF 'l'HE ACCOUNT llETWEE~ THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
.AND THE UNITED STATES 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 207) directing the Comptroller General 
of the United States to correct an error made in the adjustment 
of the account between the State of New York and the United 
Stutes, adjusted under the authority contained in the act of 
February 24, 1905 (33 Stat. L. p. 777), and appropriated for 
in the df'ficiency act of February 27, 1!)06. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolution. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consiclera.

tion of the resolution? The resolution requires three objec
tions. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Whereas the act of Congress approved February 24, 1905 (33 Stat. 

L. p. 777), provided for the adjustment of certain claims of the States 
of New York, Pennsylvania, and Delaware; and 

Whereas an adjustment was made by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department of the account of the State of New York, and 
the amount found due said State was reported to Congress for an 
appropriation and appropriated for in the deficiency appropriation act 
of February 27, 1906 (3·! Stat. L. P. 29) ; and 

Whereas the Comptroller General ot the United States, in response 
to Senate Resolution No. 378, reportef) to the Senate on February 16, 
1923 (sPe S. Doc. No. 304, G7th Con g., 4th scss.), that the State of 
New Yot·k had failed to receive the correct application of the rule 
of f'ettlcment p1·escribed by the act of February 24, 190G, in the 
manner applied to the accounts of the States of Pennsylvania and 
Delaware, cobeneficiaries under the act ot February ~-4, 1905; and 

Whereas the Comptroller General of the United States, upon an 
application by the State of New York for a review and a correction 
of the error made in the aujustment of saiu account, has held that 
he il'l without authority to revise anu correct a settlement of an 
account where, subsequP.nt to an award by the accounting officers, 
Congress appropriates the amount found due in payment of such 
award: Therefore be it. 

Resolved, etc., Thnt the Comptroller General of the United States 
be, anu he is hereby, authorized and dlrecteu to reopen and adjust 
the claim of the State of New York. 

1\lr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last word 
for the purpose of making the suggestion that it seems to me 
tlle whercases should be stricken out of this resolution. Do 
they Eervc any particular purpose? 

l\!r. SWEFY.r. Not to my knowledge. 
Mr. BEGG. Then I move to strike out the whereases in 

the re~olution. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BlDGG. Yc::,:. 
1\lr. LAGUARDIA. If we strike out the whereases-which, 

of course, should be done-then we must provide in the resolu
tion itself what claim we arc going to adjust, otherwise it 
throws the doors open to any claim which the State of New 
York has. 

Mr. BEJGG. Tllls i::; the only claim the State of New Yorl~ 
has, as I understand it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, no; there is another one coming in. 
Mr. SWEET. Not of this nature. 
Mr. SNELL. It is the only claim of this particular char

acter that could possliJly be referred to. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. But you do not specify the character of 

the claim in your resolution and if you strike out your where
as clauses, permit me to suggest to the gentleman from New 
York, it would be indefinite. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, that being the case, I will ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. 1\Ir. Speaker, further reserving the right 
to object, will not the gentleman frame theit' bill so as to pass it 
without the preambles? 

Mr. SNELL. That can not be done now. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. Why can it not be done now? 
Mr. SNELL. Because that is the subject of the whole bill, 

the chairman of the committee says. 
1\Ir. CIIINDBLOM. I will say, Mr. Speaker, it ought to be 

known to the Members of the House and of the committ-ee that 
the House invariably strikes out preamiJles when they appear 
in these resolutions, and this is not the way to legislate. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Can not a simple amendment be 
made to the bill, taking care of that? 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Of course; the bill can be revamped very 
easily. 

l\Ir. HILL of Maryland. It seems to me that could be done 
in a few minutes. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Why should we go out of our way in 
this particular case to pass the bill with these preambles? 

Mr. GRAHAM. There is no legal feature involved. It is 
simply following a custom. I know of no objection in sound 
reason or practice why explanatory preambles should not be 
included in a measure. That is particularly the case in regard 
to this provision, and without this history you can · not put 
before the House intelligently what is meant and what is sought 
to be accomplished. It seems to me there ought to be no objec
tion made simply upon that ground, and the bill should be 
allowed to pass. 

1\fr. LAGUARDIA. Of course, it is the intent of Congress to 
limit this claim to tlie claim described in the preamble. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Legislation should not recite matters of 
history and matters of fact. Bills can be· drawn in the ordi
nary, proper way, and I think gentlemen ought to try to do 
that. 

Mr. GRAHA.M. I will take notice of what the gentleman 
says so far as I am concerned. 

1\ir. CIIINDllLOl\f. I will say to the gentleman very frankly 
that I am sorry that I feel impelled to make this observation, 
but I do not know why some particular bill or some particular 
committee should indulge in the habit of allowing preambles 
and whcreascs in IJills. I will undertake in 10 minutes to haye 
the bill ready without the whereases. 

l\1r. SWEET. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
The motion to strike out the preamlJle was withdrawn. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
NATIONAL GUARD 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the joint reso
lution (H. J. Res. 272) providing for the return of funds belong
ing to World War National Guard organizations that arc not 
reconstituted. 

The Clerk read the title of the reflolution. 
The RPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There 'vas no objection. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That the SecrE'tary of War is ber<'by authorizctl to 

transfer to the governors of tbe respective States anti Territories and 
to the commanding general of the District of Columbia such funds as 
be may hold in trust for World War units of the National Guard whirh 
have not been reconstituted: Pt·ovided, That in the cases of States and 
Territories the lPgislatures thereof first paRs acts enabling their respec
tive governors to act as trustees for said funds. 

\Vith the following committee amendments: 
Line 3, after the word " authorized," insert the words " and clirectcd." 
Line G, after the word "may," insert the word "now." 
Line 7, after the word "Guard," strike out the words "which have 

uot been reconstituted." 

The committee amenclments were agreed to. 
'l'he bill was ordered to be engrossed and reacl a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
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A motion to recousider the \"Ote by which the bill was· passed 

was laid ou the table. 
The title was amended to read as follows: "Joint resolution 

prondiug for the return of funds belonging to World War Na
tional Guard organizations." 

EMrLOYEES' COMPENSATION ACT 

The next buRiness on the Consent Calendar with the bill 
(H. R. 11325) to amend an act entitled "An act to provide com
peni'ation for employees of the United States suffering injuries 
while. in the performance of their duties, and for other pur
voses," ap11rovcd Sevtember 7, 1Dl6, and .acts in amendment 
thereof. 

The Clerk read the . title of the l.Jill. 
The SPFJA.KEH. Is tilcre objection to the present consider

ation of tile bill? 
Mr. MOREHJ<JAD, Mr. BLACK of 'l'exas, and Mr. BL~~TON 

ohjcded. 

ADDlTJO:KAL DISTRICT JUDGE FOB 'l' HE EABTEBN DISTRICT OF 
PEXNSYLVANIA. 

Tile next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill ( S. 
1G.f2) to provide for the appointment of an additional district 
judge for the eastern district of Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk reacl the title of the bill. 
Tlw SI?EL'\KEU. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of tile bill? 
M1·. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

the bill may be passed without prejudice. 
The SPEA.KEll. Is there objection to the request of the gen

tleman from Pennsylvania? 
There was no objecti<?n. 

DESTnUCTION AND DUMPING OF FARM PBOIJ t:GE DY OOMMISSION 
MERCHA~TS 

The next bn ·iness on the Consent Calemlar was the bill 
(H. R. 10510) to prevent the destruction or <lumping, without 
good and sufficient cause therefor, of farm produce received in 
ii1t.erstate commerce by commission merchants and others, and 
to require them truly and correctly to· account for all farm 
prodnce recei\ed by them: 

The Olerk read the title of the bill. 
'Ihe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill.? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA, 1\lr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob

ject, will the gentlema'n allow this bill to go over without 
prejudice until I can get some· information in regard to this 
matter from my city? The bill can then come up on the Iiext 
Consent Calendar day. 

l\Ir. HARE). I have no objection to that, but I am afraid 
if it is cleJayed the bill will not come up again at this session. 
.-, If it can retain its place on the calendar I haYe no objec
tions. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA... I have no objection to that. 
1\lr. HAllE. 1\lr. Speaker, I a:;;k unanimous consent that the 

bill be pa~:sed oyer without prejudice and retain its place on 
tlle calendar. 
· The SPEAKER. The Chair will not recognize the gentle
man for that purpose; if it is passed over without ·prejudice 
it goes to the foot of the calendar. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

REPEALING THE LAW AS TO PURCHASE OF U~IJ!'ORMS 

The next business ou the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 3936) to repeal the laws autliorizing the purchase of 
uuiforms, accouterments, and equipment from the Go\ernment 
at cost. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 
The SI'EAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. BLANTON, Mr. BLACK of Texas, l\Ir. KVALE, and Mr. 

LOWREY objected. 
llfr. PUR1\'"ELL. Will not the gentlemen gi\e me an oppor

tunity to say a word about thls bill? 
~Ir. BLACK of Texas. I will say to the gentleman that I 

will be glad to have his explanation, but I want to say to him 
that I have read every word of the report, and I a.m certain 
that I know what the intent is. 

Mr. PURNELL. Its purpose is to repeal the law and take 
the Government out of the business of manufacturing uniforms 
that it was never contemplated it should be engaged in. 

Mr. KY ALE. In view of the fact that the Government has 
been competing with the printers of the country in manufac
turing nnd printing envelopes, and in many other lines, why 
should not the soldiers and sailors get their uniforms at cost? 

Mr. PURNELL. 'l"'hat is_ hardly pertinent to the discussion 
here. ·we baye been talking about more business in Govern-

ment and less Government in business, and I thought it wuuhl 
appeal to the gentleman. 

lli. BLACK of Texas. Will the gentleman permit this ob
servation? Army officers are permitted the indentical pri\ilcge 
of purchasing their uniforms at cost. · 

Mr. PURNELL. But they have never abused the privilege. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. There is a bill on the calendar to 

make that 11ermanent law. I think it ought to be .made perma
nent law. l\Iany of these officers a1·e poor men, and it is 
necessary for them to economize, and since they can How pur
chase uniforms and equipment from the Government at co ·t 
I think they should be continually allowed to do it. 

Mr. PURNELL. Does the gentleman know that the Army 
has the same privilege and has not abusod it? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I am not prepared to say that tilo 
Navy bas ever abused it. 

l\fr. PURNELL. Does the gentleman thiuk that the Navy 
ought to go out and ad-vertise for bmdness and close the doors 
to private concerns and not permit them to solicit business? 
Docs the gentleman believe that the advertisements "·hich go 
out to officers in the Navy should be sent under Government 
frank? 

:Mr. BI1ACK of Texas. The report of the Secretary of the 
Navy is to the effect that all of the overhead expenses con
nected with the sale of uniforms and equipment is charged 
to that account. So that when the officer buys a uniform he 
pays the net 'cost of the uniform plus the additional overhead 
charges. If that is con-ect, I think it is a fair proposition. 
· Mr. PURNELL. That leads me to believe that the gentle
man has not carefully read the report. In 1924, when we 
had a hearing before the Naval .A.fl'airs Committee, Admiral 
Potter admitted on cross-exaillination that at that time they 
owed the Government $1Gs;ooo. We sugg-ested a curtaihncnt 
of their activity, to which thl'Y agreed. They came back in 
.April of 1926, after ·we had suggested ·a curtailment of opera· 
tions, and we found that .instead of reducing the expenditures 
they had increased it to $202,000. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does . tbe gentleman know that the Navy 
Pepartment recommencls the bill? 

l\fr. PURNELL. The Naval Committee of the House recom~ 
i:n·ends it, arid representatives of the Navy have admitted n_t til.e 
hearings and so r-;tate that the business has not been properly 
carried on. Furthermore, they admit that they sell uniforms 
on the installment plan and have innumerable bad accounts. 
They have a -lot of dead accounts, and the Treasury_ is holding 
the bag for them. If we meant what we said when we 
advocated less Government in business, gentlemen ought to 
approve this bill. · 
· Mr. KVALE. If this plivilege has been abused, why not 
stop the abuse? 

Mr. PURNELL. How would you stop· the abuse? 
Mr. KVALE. I think the arm of the Government is strong 

enough. 
Mr. PURNELL. Well, they have had several years to do it. 
Mr. KVALE. Then get some one at the head of the depart

ment that can exercise his authority and stop it. 
Mr. PURNELL. We ought to repeal the law. The Govern

ment has no business to be competing with private business 
concerns and citizen taxpayers. 

Mr. KVALE. They are doing it along other lines. 
Mr. LINTHICUl\!. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PURNELL. Yes. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. Do not these people issue catalogues 

that cost thousands of dollars? 
Mr. PURNELL. They said in the hearings that they issued · 

catalogues. I saw a catalogue as fine as was ever is~ue<l by 
any concern in the country that cost thousands of dollar~. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Is it not true that they will not allow 
individuals to solicit? 

l\Ir. PURNELL. They will not. They have some 25 or 30 
traveling representatives who have entry to the Navy, and 
other citizen taxpayers and manufacturers are denied that 
privilege. 

:.\.Ir. LINTHICUM. .And they sell these goods on the install
ment plan? 

l\Ir. PURNELL. They do. 
:Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle

man yield? 
Mr. PURNELL. Yes. 
Mr. NEWT.ON of Minnesota. Does the gentleman mean to 

say that the Navy is senilln~ out traveling representatives at 
their own expense to sell their produ_cts? 

Mr. PURNELL. The Federal Treasury is not paying ui
rectly for the traveling representatives, but it is the Govern
ment really that is paying the money. Whereas they owed us 
$168,000 in 1024, they now owe us more than $202,000. 
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'MI'. NEWTON of Minnesota. Are these men who are travel

ing around and selling this clothing enlisted men and commis
sioned officers of the Navy? 

Mr. PURNELL. They are not. They advertise for these 
men. Rere is a letter which was sent out by Lieutenant Com
mander l\Inyo-uot a letter but an advertisement-seeking the 
employment of men to go out and solicit business: 

We puy substantial commh;sions for the procurement of orders for 
officers'uniforms and the fitting of the same. 

~·or chief petty o1ficers' uniforms we pay a commission of G pet· cent 
and for sale of equipment a commission of 5 per cent. 

We advertise in seven of the set·vice papers, and in addition have a 
uistrHmtion of 10,000 officers' catalogues, and also a special issue of 
catnlo,gues for chief petty officers. We cover the service from time to 
time with personal sale letters to officers who have not ordered from 
u-s, anrl in genP-ral we clo everything possible from our main office to 
help the sules of our rppresentutives. 

There is a ease of where our Government is competing with 
legitimMe taxpaying citizens engaged in the tailoring business. 

l\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. So that the Government is mak-
. iug- its contracts, agreeing to pay commiRSions to private citi
zens if th('y sell one of the uniforms; and in order to carry that 
out tlJcy forbid tlle entry onto the premises of a salesman from 
a private concern. Is that right? 

Mr. PURNELL. Absolutely, under their own admission. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Then it ought to stop. 
l\fr. PUR~TELL. Salesmen from another house would not be 

allowed in there. The gentleman from Minnesota has stated 
bis belief in a ccrtuin principle, and if he means it he will 
witlldruw his objection. 

l\Ir. KVALE. The gentleman llas told us of the cost. Will 
lie tell us how much it has paid these sailors? 

1\Ir. PURNELL. So very little that it is not noticeable. 
l\lr. LAGUARDIA. It does not pay the sailors anything. 
1\Ir. PURNELL. As a war measure, and bear that in mind, 

tile Government extended this privilege to the Army and the 
Navy. 'l'he Army is on tile same footing as the Navy. They 
haYe not manufactured, nor have they issued catalogues nor 
u:;ed the Government frank to advertise their business, nor 
have they set up these air-tight methods of procuring business 
for the Army. In other words, they have lived up to the spirit 
of the law. I call the attention of the gentleman to the origi
nal act. Here is what the original act says, and I address my 
remarks particularly now to the three or four gentlemen who 
object to the consideration of this bill. The act provides-

- ~hat hereafter uniforms, accouterments, and equipment shall, upon 
the reftue:;;t or any officer of the Navy or any officer of the Marine Corps 
or any officer of the Coast Guard while operating with the Navy or any 
midshipman at the Naval Academy or cadets at the Coast Guard 
.Acnuemy, be furnished by the Government at cost, subject to such 
restrictions and regulations as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe. 

It will be seen tlJat these may be furnished upon the request 
of any officer, and so forth. The Army is furnishing these 
l!niforms on request. The Navy is not only not living up to the 
spirit of the law but they are absolutely defying it by closing 
their contracts to tile public, sending their representatives to 
solicit the business, and paying a commission therefor. Of 
course, tile Navy can outsell and outbid private individuals, if 
they are given the use of the Government frank, free rent, free 
telephone, and free lights, and give these representatives sole 
admi8sion to these institutions where the uniforms are sold, 
and in addition have the Treasury of the United States back 
of tlJem. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1\Ir. Speaker, this is the first time that 
any member of the Committee on Naval .Affairs bas admitted 
that the Navy Department can do any wrong. 

l\Ir. PURNELL. I am not on the Naval Affairs Committee. 
I am from the Committee on Agriculture, and I am trying to 
help tile farmer. 

1\Ir. KVALFJ. Is it not a fact that they get these uniforms 
at about 25 per cent cheaper than from a private tailor? 

l\fr. PURNELL. No; it is not. I am sorry that the chair
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs is not here. lie is 
even more vehement ahout it than I am. 

Mr. KVALE. Then why are the tailors objecting to it if 
that is not the case? 

Mr. PURNELL. They are perfectly willing to meet any 
legitimate competition, but the United States Government ought, 
last of all, to be the one to set up competition that is not just. 
I tru~t these gentlemen will withdraw their objection. [Cries 
of "Regular order!"] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The ques
tion is, Is there objection? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

. Mr. HILL of .Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I object. · 
Mr. KVALE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The ·SPEAKER. Three objections have been made, and the 

bill is stricken from the calendar. 

POST-OF.E'ICE SITE AT OLYPHANT, PA. 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13481) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to accept title 
for post-office site at Olyphant, Pa., with mineral reservations. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
Mr. BLANTON. l\lr. Speaker, I objected to this bill when 

it was under consideration on·· the last consent day. I have 
been advised since then that there is no chance whatever to 
obtain this site in any other way. I want to enter my protes t 
against it. This should not become a precedent in the House. 
I shall object to other bills of a similar nature. I do not think 
the Government should build post offices on land where there is 
a string to the title of that land. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I assure the gentleman 
that the Committee on the Public Lauds reported this bill only 
by virtue of dire necessity. 

1\Ir. BLANTON. I shall not object to the consideration of 
the bill at this time, but I shall object to any other similar 
bills. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the provision of the public bullding act of 

March 4, 1!>13, which authorizes the acquisition of a suitable site for 
the post office at Olyphant, Pa., be, and the same is hereby, amended 
as follows: 

u Pro·t:ided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discre
tion, accept a title which reserves or excepts all orelil or minerals on 
the lands, with the right of mining same." 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
ISSUANCE OF PATENT TO THOBE WHO SERVED IN THE WORLD WAR 

Mr. BLANTON. l\fr. Speaker, I rise to a question of the 
privileges of the House, and I present a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas rises to a ques
tion of the privileges of the IIouse and submits a resolution, 
whieh the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Whereas the bill S. 4480 was duly passed by the Senate, was duly 

engrossed, anrl by the Senate duly messaged to the House, and was by 
the House fully passed and the bill was duly enrolled, duly signed by 
the Speaker, and messaged back to the Senate for the signature of the 
President of the Senate ; and 

Whereas thereafter, on December 13, 1926, the Senate messaged to 
the House a resolution asking that the Speaker withdraw his signature 
from the enrolled bill, that the House rescind its action in passing said 
engrossed bill, and that said engrossed bill be returned to the Senate, 
which action could be taken in the House only by unanimous consent; 
and 

Whereas on said day, December 13, 1926, such unanimous consent 
was requestecl in the House and was refused, following which action 
and report thereof should have been messaged to the Senate with the 
return of said bill to it, but said bill has remained on the Speaker's 
table ever since ~cember 13, 102G : Therefore be it 

ResoZved by the 1Iottse of Representatives, That said bill be messaged 
back to the Senate with notice of such refusal to grant the action 
prayed for by the Senate. 

Mr. BLANTON. 1\Ir. Speaker, I present this resolution with 
no intent to reflect upo~ the action of the Speaker in keeping on 
the Speaker's table since December 13, 1926, this Senate bill 
4480. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is addressing himself to 
the question of ·privilege? 

l\Ir. BLANTON. Just for a few moments; I do not desire to 
take up much time. 

The SPEAKER. Would the gentleman ask unanimous con
sent; the Chair is not quite ready to rule? 

1\Ir. BLANTON. To comply with the Speaker's request, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair bears none. 

l\!r. BLANTON. Gentlemen, this is a bill which was intl'o
duced in the Senate to protect the patent rights of our service 
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men during the p<!rlod when they were serving their country 
under its flag in the trenches of France. 

I quote from page 381 of the REcono for December 13, 1926, 
a s to what happened here in .the House concerning it, to wit: 

The SPL:AKEil. The Chair lays before tho House the following mes
sage from tho Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
"Senate R<'solution 2!)3 

" I~ TliE SEXATE OF THE U=-<ITED STATES, 
u Decembet· J.'f, J:Y.!6. 

11 Rc.'lo lt·e£1, That tl1e Secretary of the Senate be, and be is hereby, 
directe1l tu return to the lloul'le of Uepr !>entntives the f'nrolled bill 
( S. 4480) providing for the extension of the time limitations under 
which patents w~re i15sued in the case of persons who served in the 
:.ll'mcd forces of the Unitrd Stutes during the World War, together 
with the engro~sed bill, with the request that the Speaker of the 
House be authorized to rescind his action in t:;igning the enrolled bill; 
that ln the event such authority is granted, the House be, and it is 
hereby, respectfully requested to recon~>iilcr its Yote on tbe passage 
of the bill and return the engrossed bill to the Senate." 

Mr. VE.<~T.\L, Mr. Speaker, I aRk thnt the resolution be tnken from 
the Spe!l.kcr's table and be considered immediately. 

The SPBAKER. Tlle gentleman from Inflinna asks unanimous consent 
to take the resolution which hns just been r<:'porte<l from the CIN•k's 
desk from tlle Speaker's table and that it be considered immcllil.ltely. 
Is there objection? 

A..nd, in connection with his request, the gentleman from In
diana [:Mr. VESTAL] then a~ked unanimou::; con::;ent to con~ider 
au order as follows : 

The SI't:AKF.R. The Clerk will report the oruer. 
- Th~ Clerk read as follows : 

<( Ot·de·red., Thnt . the Rpcaker be, and he hPreby is., empowered and 
directerl to strike his signature from the enrolled bill S. 4480, thnt the 
proceed1ngs whereby said bill was passe<l be, and tile same are hereh:r, 
vaeated, and the engrossed bill be returned to the Senate, 1n accord
ance with the reqnest of the Senate." 

The SPBAKEB. Is there objection to the present consideration of the 
qt·<lcr? 

And having resen-ed the right to object, I elicited the follow
ing information from the gentleman having the matter in charge 
au<l objected to its consideration, and I quote from the UEcoRD 
the following : · 

::\fr. BLA.NTO~. The purpose of this bill is to protect ex-se·n·ice men in 
their rights? 

Mt·. YEsTAL. Giving- them advantage over others. 
Mr. HLAXTON. The gentleman is in favor of doing that? 
Mr. VESTAL. Absolutely to an extent; but I do not think the gates 

ought to be thrown open to tbe extent that Uiis bill throws them open. 
Mr. BLA!'JTO:-<. The gentleman knows that if the Speaker withdraws 

his siguatme and the bill goPs back to the Senate, as if it had never 
t~n passed, it will nevPr pass, will it? 

· .. Mr. VEST~L. I would not say that. 
Ur. BLA:-<l'OX. But if objection is ma1lc hHe now this bill will ~o 

before the gentleman's committee for consideration, or will it go to the 
l'rl'slllent? 

Mr. VESTAL. I think it will. 
Mr. llLL-.TO -. I am going to object and let it go to the Pre ·ident. 
l\Ir. TrLsox. I do not think the gentleman would be justifiell in suy-

i.ug this bill would go to the President without the sig-Illlture of the 
P1·esidcnt of the Senate. It must have the sif,'llatnre of the Presideut 
of the Senate. 

Mr. BLA:STO~. Can tile Presi<lt•nt of the Senate refuse to put his si~a
tnre to it when it has passed both Houses and bas been engrossed and 
has tlle Speaker's signature to it? Let it go to the Pre~lcll'nt and let 
him assume the responsibUity for this bill which the Connnittce on 
Patents bas not consillercd. 

lli. J.A.COB!:rl'F.IN. Will tlt e gentleman permit nnotller question? Would 
it not bP enl'ller later to amend this same bill than it woulrl be for the 
ex-service men to get the thing through? 

!h'. llLAXTO=-<. I object. 
'l'he Srl~AKF.n. Objection is heard. 

The pnrpose of this bill was to protect our soluiers in their 
patent rights, while they we:~,·e far away iu "the trenches of 
France fighting to 8aT"e the civilization of the world. And this 
was an attempt to kill this lJill by rescinding our action in 
passing it. 

Mr. LA.GUAUDIA.. Arc these patents rights of the original 
illT"entors? 

Mr. BLANTON. Of tile original inventors. It protects their 
right when they coulcl not be here to protect them, while they 
were ou the buttle fields of France. It was introduced at the 
instance of the Amedcan Legion in behalf of its men, int;l'o-

·duced in the Senate, anu duly passed. The engrossed copy from 
the Senate wa,s duly meRsqged over here to the House. The 
House duly · considered thiR bill and we passed it in behalf of 
these soldier·s, and the Speaker signed the enrolled copy ancl 
there was nothing left to do bnt for the President of the 
Senate to sign the bill and send it to the White Honf':e for 
appr;o,al. Instead of that action being taken it developed 
that there were certain soldier lJoys who had rights that con
flicted with certain big interests in the United States, interests 
which were active here in making money when these soldier 
bo,rR "·ere fighting in France, and because of t11e development 
of these interests the bill was not sent to the White House. 
These intere-sts were strong enough to influence the Senate to 
pass a resolution December 13 and n~kccl, first, that the 
Speaker withdraw his signature from the enrolled lJill, ancl 
then asked that we rescind our action iu paRsing tile engro:-;se(l 
bill, and then that we send that engros:-:el1 bill bade to the 
Senate. They say, I nnder:::tand, if we hnd <lone that the bill 
wonld have died oYer there in a committee. 

Now, that action took tllC unanimous con!'!ent of this Hom;e. 
'l'hnt action requeste<l was against the intere:-;ts of th~~ l'oluier 
boys who owned the::;e patent rights, and I I'efused unnnimou:-; 
consent when it was requf'. ted on December 13, and the bill 
is still on the Speaker's talJie to-day, engrossed by the Senate, 
pas~ed by the House, enrolled a11d signed by our Speaker, and 
it ought to be signed by the President of the Sennte awl be 
forwarded on to the 'Vhite House so it may become a law. 

I aru jnst asking ur this re~olntion that we notify the Sl·uatc 
tbnt the House bas rcfuRcd unanimous consent, tilat we send 
this lJill back to the Senate with the report that the House has 
refused to do what is reqne:-;ted. I submit ill the interests of 
the boys who were in Frauce during the war and could not 
protect tileir patent rigllts dmi1Jg that time that we protP.d 
them lJy refusing to take the action requPsted. 

Mr. BEGG. Will tile gentleman yield? 
l\Ir.· BLANTON. I will. 
Mr. BEGG. The bill is ready to be signed by tile Pr<':-:ideut. 
.1\lr. BLANTON. All we have to do is to pass a resolution 

!"euding it lJack to the Senate and automatically the Vice Presi
dent UJHler the rules must sign it and seud it to tile White 
House. Then if tile Presideut \Yants to veto it, let llim veto it. 

1\Ir. llEGG. Why does tl1is re:-;olution h:~ve to lJe lHV~C<l'l 
Mr. BLANTON. Because the Speaker thinks tllat it r e11Uires 

some kind of affirmnti"re action by ille Houee to wnrrant him 
in sending the bill back to tile :::;euate. I do not agree with 
tllat contention, although I am not refiedin;; on tlte ~11eaker 
in auy way. l\ly idea is tllat the Jn·e. ·ent Speaker nf tllii=! 
Hou::;c trie to do wilat is right accordiug to the light before 
him at all times. I tllink he tries to do it. He tllinks he ha:-; 
to have some authority from this Hon;:,e. I <lo not UP:l't•c with 
him on that. - I tilink, automatica11y, wlleu we refuse to gra11t 
the Senate requef;t tlle Speaker should return the bill to the 
Se.uate. Rut the bill remains on the S])t'aker·::; talJlc, :llld hn:-; 
remaiued there siuee December 13, 1D26. an rl , in effect, it is 
a pocket veto by the Speaker of tlw HonsL•, whether he in
tends it in that way or not. It is a p()(:ket veto, accorwng to 
my view. 

1\ir. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, will the ;.!entleman yiel<l? 
:i\lr. BLANTON. Ye~. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. On wllat theory clocs the Speal{et· hold it? 
Mr. BLANTON. Unum· tbe parliamentary auvi<.:e of onr 

parliamentary clerk, who is a good one. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. 'Vhy docs it not automatically go back? 
1\!r. BLANTON. It is a <lifference of opillion as to pnrlitl

mentary procedure. I ndmit that th~ Speaker can <lo this 
until the House takes affirmati\e action, and therefore I haTe 
introduced the re ~o>olution. 

l\lr. DYER. Tile resolution will do what wa~ intended to be 
done? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. I jnl't want to prevent this bill from 
dying an unnatural deutil on the :::;peaker '~ fuule and it!:! parlia
mentary situation to he upheld by the HouF;e. 

1\Ir. SPEAKS. Mr. ~peaker, will the gentleman yield 'l 
l\lr. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. SPEAKS. Is it nn unn!-:ual procednre for the Apeaker 

to llo1d the bill uncler these conditions? I am in sympatily with 
wilat the gentleman i~ tr_ving to do. 

Mr. BLA..~TON. Yes; it is uuu~ual. I can find no precedent 
for it. I knew a chairman of the Committee 0:1 Rules once in 
this CongreF:s who held his hip pocket full of rules authorized 
by the Committee on RuleR to consider legislation immediately, 
but lle let them die -with the dying Congress by holding them 
in his I>Od{ct aml not calling tJ1cru up. The Speaker has the 
right to bold thi:-; until yon clir('et him to send it back. 

Mr. DYEH. He can not do anything else. 
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Air. WOODHUFF. The gentleman will remember that tlle 

same memlJer of the Committee on llliles wllo huu rules in his 
hip po~ket was left at h'ome by his people. 

:Mr. BLANTON. Yes. I am not comparing our present 
Speaker with that gentleman, because there is no comparison 
between them. 

The RPEJAKER. The Speaker had no other course to take 
than to hold the bill on tlle table, in view of the action of the 
·Hem." c. The Chair holds that unanimous consent is necessary 
to <!Onsi<ler the resolution. Is there objection 't 

Air. YESTA.L. I object. 
l\Jr. BLANTON. Is not this resolution priYi1eged? 
The SPEAKER No. The Chair hol<ls that it is not privi

leg-ed. 
Mr. BLANTON. In the first session of tlle Fifty-se\enth 

Colign•::t::;, on June 2G, 1002, a request identical with tllis one 
wns made by the Senate upon tlle House. The Speaker then 
held tllat it: required unanimous consent of the lloul:)e before 
it could lJe <:onsidered. The former Uepresentative from Texas, 
~rr. Stevhcns, ohj<•cterl. and the request of the Senate Wal:) th';ls 
deuierl. "Thereupon immediately t11e leader on the floor m 
eharge of proceeding;-;, ;\!r. Dalzell of renn~:;ylyania, offered the 
following resolution, to wit: 

Ot'df'I'Cd, That the Clerk !Je uirected to return to the Sennte the 
enrolled bill (S. 5718) providing, etc., "ith the information that the 
1Io11::;c ha::; cunHidt-rctl the rcquc.st of the SP.uate and that the House 
vacnte the action of tbe Speaker iu sij;ning saiu enrolled bill, and thnt 
the unanimou::; rcm::;Pnt nece::;sary to enable such action to be taken was 
refused. 

When a :Mem!Jer attempted to interpose objection to the 
eunsideration of said oruer, the gentleman from Penn::;ylvania, 
)Ir. Dalzell, ::;aid: 

It Is ab. olntri ly uecessury as a matter of comity-

showing that the House should net, aud ad immediately, and 
uo objection wu:s rai~ed, und said order was pasHcd, and the 
Scnr~te wus thus uotified immeiliately that the House had re
fused to grant its request. And I think that in this instance 
\Ye should notify the Senate immediately that we do not ag1·ee 
to rescind our a<:tion, !Jut that we insi:;t on this bill going to 
tlle "White Honse for the President's sig"'lature, and not that 
it go bad\: to the Seuate there to die in u committee. 

Will the Chair permit a parliamentary inquiry? 
Tlle HPEAKER. Ye::; . Tl1e gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BLANTON. What is to become of this bj.ll, with the 

si;,'11nture of our Speaker to it? Is it to be held on the 
i::i11caker's table until \Ye adjourn? 

'l'lJc SPEAKER. 'Vhatever the House desires. 
Mr. BLA..."\TON. Inasmuch as the gentleman from Indiana, 

who i:-; chairman of the Committee on Patents [Mr. VESTAL], 
olJjects to sending our refusal to rescind back, his objection 
is a practical veto of the bill tllat has the Speaker's signature 
to it. Will the Speaker hold the bill on the table interminably? 

The SPEAKER The Chair has nothing else to do. 
Mr. BIJANTON. Well, if that is the Rituation, it is ju::;t up 

to tlJe ~oldier boys to tul~e their medicine. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has uo power to do unything 

except by an order of the House. 
l\Ir. BLAN'l'ON. 'Vonld the Speaker recognize me later in 

tlle afternoon to move to suspend the rules and pass this 
re::;olution 'l · 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker has already agl'eed to recog
nize five suspension~. 

Mr. BL.\..N'.rON. Make me the sixth one. 
Tlw SPEAKER. The Chair doubts very much whetller time 

will be giyen .. 
Mr. BLAl\Tr.rON. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. 'l'he Clerk will report the next bill. 

I:;HOF.lHO:\'E TRI13E OF INDIANS OF THE WIND RIVER RESERVATION IN 
WYOMING 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
- ( S. 2301) authorizing the Shoshone Tribe of Indians of the 
'Vind Rin~r Reservation in ·wyoming to submit claims to tho 
Court of Claims. 

The title of the bill wns read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I object. This is not appro\00 by the 

Secretary of tlle Interior and is in conflict with the Presi
dent's Budget program. It requires three objections to let the 
House have notice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
:ti;Ir. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, I did not 

catch the statement of the gentl1?'man from New York. 

LXVIII-113 

~Ir. LAGUARDIA. This bill is not approved by the Depart~ 
ment of the Interior. 

Mr. BLANTON. nus the gentleman objected? 
j\Ir. LAGUARDIA. Yes. I am only oue. 
Mr. BLANTON. I object. 
'l'he SPEAKER. Two objections are beard. Is there an

otller? 
1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, wbat is this bill 

about? 
Tlle SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will a~ain 

repo1't the bill by title. 
The title of the bill was again read. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair ha~ noticed two objectious. 

Are there any more? [After a pnu.·e.] The C!Jair hearH noue. 
The Cle.rk will r('port tlJe bill. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enaotea, etc., That jurisdiction be, and is hereby, conferred 

upon the Court of Claims, witll right of appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United Stat<.>s by either party, notwithstanding tlle lapse of 
time or statutes of. limitation, to hear, examine, alljuUicate, and rencler 
judgment in any una all legal and equitable claims which the Shoshone 
Tribe of Indians of the Wind Ri\'er Reservation in the State of 
Wyoming may haYe against the United States arising under or growing 
out of the treaty of. .July a, 18G8 {15 Stat. p, 673), or arising unu<'r 
or growing out of any subsequent treaty or agreement between said 
Shoshone Tribe of Indians and the United States or any subsequent act 
of Congress aff~cting said tribe, which claims have not heretofore been 
determined nnd ndjudicated upon th£'ir merits by tbe Court of Claims 
or the Supreme Court of. the United States. 

SEC. 2. '.rhe elnims of saiotl tribe shall be presented by petition, sub
ject, however, to amendment at any time. Tht! suit under this act 
shall be instituted or petition filed in the Coul't of Claims witJ1in three 
years from the date of approval of this net. Such suit shall make the 
Shoshone Trihe of Indians of the Wind Ui"nr Rel'lervntion in Wyoming 
party pluintHI and the United Stutes party defenuant. The petitiov 
shan be Vl:'rified upon information and belief by the attornt>y or attor· 
neys employed by said tribe to prosecute said claims under contract 
approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of 
the Interior. Letters, papers, uocumen1 , and public records, or certi
fied copies thereof, bearing npon the clnims presented, may be used in 
evidence, anu the departments of Government shan give the attorney 
of said tribe access to any such letters, papers, documents, or public 
records and sl•all furnish certified copies of such thereof as may he 
deemed material. 

SEc. 3. In 8aid suit the court shall al!Oo bear, examine, and acljudi· 
cate any claims which the United States may have against said tribe, 
but any pnyment including gratuities which the United States may 
have made to said tribe shall not Ol)eJ.'ate as an el:ltoppel, but mHy be 
pleaded as an offset in emch suit. 

SEc. 4. If it be determined by the court that the United States, in 
violation of the terms and provisions of any law, treaty, or agreement, 
has appropriated or diRposed of any lands, moiH~Y. or other property 
belonging to the Indians, damages therefor shall be confined to th~ 
value of the money, lnnus, or other property at the time of such appro
priation or disposal, together with interest thereon at 5 per cent per 
annum from the date thereof; and with reference to all claims which 
may be the subject matter of the suits herein anthorizcd, the decree of 
tbe court shall be in full settlement of all damages, if any, committeu 
by the Government of the United Stntc.c;;, and shall annul and cancel 
all claim, right, antl title of the :,;aid ShoRhone Indians in and to snch 
money, Janus, or other property. 

SEC. 5. Upon finnl determination of such Ruit or suitR the Court of 
Claims shall have jurisuiction to fix and determine a reasonable fee, 
not to exceed 10 per cent of the recovery, together with all necessary 
and proper expenses incurred in prejJaration and prosecution of the 
suit, to be paid 1o the attorneys employed by snid Shoshone Tribe of 
IndiA.nR, and the same shall · be included in the decree and shall be 
paid out of any sum or sums found to be uue said trlbe. 

SEc. 0. The Court ot Claims shall have full authority by proper 
orders nnrl process to bring in and make parties to said suit an.r or all 
persons deemed by it necessary or proper to the final determination ()f 
the matters in controversy. 

SEc. 7. A. copy of the petition in such suit shall be served upon the 
Attorney General of the United States, and he, or :-;ome attornP.y from 
the Department of Justice to be designated by J1im, is hereby directed 
to appear and defend the interests of the United Stutes. 

SEC. 8. All amounts which may be found due and recovered for Rnid 
tribe under the provisions of this act, less attorneys' fees and expcm;eR, 
shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United States to the credit 
of said tribe and shall draw lntc.reRt at the rate of 4 per cent per 
annum from the date of the judgment or uecree. 

Witll a committee amendment: 
rage 3, Hno 6, after the word " suit" strike out the periou, inRert a 

colon and aud "Pt·ovlded, 1wtee~;er, That tbe United States may inter· 
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pose to such suit or action ll.ny and all pleas of defense, affirmative and 
negative, legal and equitable, which it may have thereto not · herein 
specificnlly barred by the provisions or this act." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SNELL). The question is 
on agreeing to the committee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third 

1·eading of the Senate bill. 
Tile ~enate bill was ordered to l>e read a third time, was read 

. the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was ordered to be laid on the table. 
The ~PEAKER pro tempore. The Olerk will report the next 

bill. 
SECRETARY OF -THE NAVY 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 14248) to amend the provision contained in the ·act 
approved March 3, ·1915, providing that · the · Chief ·of ·Naval 

· Overations, durin~ the temporary absence of the Secretary and 
As:;;istant Secretary of the Navy, shall be next in succession to 
act as Secretary of the Navy. · . . · · 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? · 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the provision contained in the act of ~!arch 

3, 1015 (val. H8 , Stats. L. p. !):.!9), providing that the Chief ot Naval 
Operations, during the temporary absence of the Secretary and the 
Assit>tant Secretary of the Navy, shall be next in succession to act as 
8ecretary of the Navy, is hereby amended to read as follows: "Duling 
the temporary absence of the Secretary and the Assistant Secretaries 
of tile Navy, the Chief of Naval Operations shall l>e n<'xt in succession 
to act as Secretary of the Navy." 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was l.Hid on the table. · 

DELIVERY OF A BELL OF A BA'ITLESHIP 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 10130) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, in his 
dli;cretion, to deliver to the president of the Rotary Club, of 
Crawfordsville, Montgomery County, Ind., a bell of a battle
ship that is now, or may be, in his custody. 

The Clerl~ read the title of the bill. 
. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there olJjection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob
ject, this bill requires three objections. This simply establishes 
the precedent of distributing Government property to private 
crganiza tions. 

l\1r. PURNELL. Obsolete bells. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. You will have to dismantle all of your 

battleships in order to supply tllcse private organizations with 
bells. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Is this a "b·e-1-l" or a "b-e-1-l-e "? 
1\Ir. LAGUARDIA. B-e-1-l. 
Mr. PURNELL. The gentieman would not object if it were 

'~ b-e-l-1-e "? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. The Navy keeps all the belles. 
Tlle SPEAKER pro t empore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 

hereby, authorized, in his discretion, to deih ·er to the president of 
the Rotary Club, of Crawfordsville, Montgomery County, Ind., a bell 
of a battleship that is now, or may be, in his custody: ProL'idcd 
Thnt no expense shall be incurred by the United States through th~ 
delivery of said bell. 

The !Jill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read-the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. · 

CODE OF LAWS OF THE DISTRfCT OF COLUMBIA 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. n. 12661) to amend the Code of Law of the District of 
ColumlJia r elating to corporations by inserting a new section 
to be known as section 645. 

Tbe Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEA.KEU pro tempore. Is there ·objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 
. Mr. LA~U~RDIA. ~Ir. Speaker, tllere is very serious objec

tion to this bill. I believe the membership ought to kuow that 
s~milar prov~sions now exist in the New York laws. It will 
simply permit loan sharks to obtain usurious rates of interest 
when otherwise they would not be permitted to receive those 
usurious rates of interest. It compels the small householder 
t? incorv<>rate in order to olJtain a second mortgage on his 
little home, because these loan companies will not make a loan 
if . we put the provisions of this bill on tlle statute books unless 
the lJorrower incorporates in orrler that he may not a-van him
self of the usury laws. I hope there will be enough objectiou::l. 
to prevent this bill from coming up. 

Tlle SPEAKER pro tempore. I s there objection? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. BLANTON, and Mr. BLACK of Texas 

objected. 
Tlle SPEAKER pro tempore. Tllree objections are J1eard. 

FORT BELKN.AP RESERV.ATION 

The next business on the Com;ent Calendar wns tlle bill 
(S. 4533) extending to lands released from withdrawal under 
tlle Carey Act the right of the State of Montana to secure in
rlemnity for losses to its school grant in the Fort Belknap 
Reservation. 

The Clerk read the title of tile bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the lJlll 'l 
l\Ir. L.AGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob

je'ct, in the event that tllese lauds so released subseql'1ent1y are 
found to be mineral lands, are the l'ights of the Government 
preserved? 

Mr. LEAVITT. They arc. This is doue under the general 
law. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. So, in the event these lands arc discovered 
to be mineral lands, the regular law will lJe followed and the 
right of the Government iu those mineral lauds are reserved? 

1\Ir. LEA YITT.· Yes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
The1·e was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
De it e.:mrotecl, etc., That the right of indemnity conferreu upon the 

State of Montana by section 7 of the act of 1\Iarch 3, 1!J21 (41 l:ltats. 
pp. 1355, 135!J), be, and the same is hereby, extended to embrace any 
nonmineral P.ublic land in Montana, which has been or may be re~ 

leased from segregation under section 4 of the act of .August 18, 1894 
(28 Stats. PP. 372, 422), to the extent that snell right ha1:1 not bern 
anu can not be exerrit:;ed within the limits of the Fort Belknap Reser
vation. 

S.l!:c. 2. Tila t for 60 days from and atter the d:Lte of the opening 
to · entry of lands released from segregation under said act of August 
18, 1894, the State of Montana shall have the right to select and file 
in (he local land office or offices a list or lists of selection under this 
act; and such list or lists shall be paramount to any other applica
tion . for or claim or preference right to the land selected uy the 
State. 

The biJl was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

BRIDOE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER AT EVANSVILLE, IND. 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was tile bill 
(H. n. 15129), granting the consent of Congress to the In
diana Bridge Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a toll 
bridge across the Ohio RiYer at Evansville, In<l. 

The Olerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to tlle 

present consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the OJerk 

will read the committee amendment. 
There was no objection. 
1.'he Clerk read us follows : 
That the consent of Congress is hereuy gt•antcd to the Indiana 

Bridge Co., its su~cessors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge and approaches tbncto acrol's the Ohio Hiver at a 
point suitable to the interes ts of navigation, at ot• nea r the cl ty of 
Evansville, Ind., in accordance witil the provisions of the act entitled 
"An act to regt.late the construction of l.Jt·idges over navigable 
waters," approved March 23, 100G, and subject to tile conLlitions an!l 
limitations contained in this act. 

St:c. 2. r.rhere is hereby conferred upon the Indiana Bridge Co., its 
successors and assigns, all such rights and powers to enter upon lands 
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and to a ·quire, condE>mn, occupy, posse-!"s, nnu use real estate and 
other property needed for the location, construction, operation, and 
maintenance of such bridge and its approaches and terminals, as are 
po~scsscd by railroad corporations for railroad purposes or by bridgo 
corpor:1tions for bridge purposes in the State in which such real estate 
or other property is situated, upon making just compensation therefor, 
to be ascertained and paid according to the laws of such State, and 
the proceeclings therefor shall be tlJe same as iu the condemnation 
and expropriation of property in sr.·ch State. I 

SEc. 3. The said Indiana Brid;;e Co., its successors and assigns, is 
hereby authorized to fix and chHt·ge tolls for transit over such bridge, 
and the rates of toll so fixed shall be the legal rates until changed 
h~· the Secretary of War nnrler the authority contalned in the act of 
~arch 23, 1906. 

SEc. 4. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by the 
~ecrr.tnry of War, either the ~tate of Indiana, the State of Kentucky, 
nny political subdl,iston of eitht-.r of such Stutes, within or adjoining 
whicll any part of such bridge is located, or any two or mo;re of them 
jointly, may at any time acquire and take oYer all . right, title, and 
interest in t;uch bridge nnd it!'; approaebcs, and any interest in real 
property necessary therefor, by purchase or by condemnation in 
accordance with the laws of either of such States governing the 
acquisition of private property for public purposes by condemnation. 
If at nny t1me after the expiration of 20 years after the completion 
of such bridge the same is acquired by condemnation, the amount of 
damages or compensation to be allowed shall not include good will, 
go!ng ,·alue, or prospective revenues or pro.fits, but shall l.Je limited to 
the sum of (1) the n~tual cost of ·constructing Auch bridge and its 
approaches, less a reasonable clcduction for actual depreciation in 
Yalue; (2) the actual cost of acquiring such interests in real property; 
(3) actual financing and promotion cost, not to exceed 10 per cent of 
the sum of the cost ot constructing the bridge and its approaclles and 
acquiring such interest in real property ; and ( 4) actual expenditures 
for neces<ary improvements. 

SEc. 5. If such bridge sl1all be taken over or acquireu by ·the States 
or political suhdivisions thereof ns provided in section 4 of this act, 
and if tolls arc charged for the use thereof, the rates of toll shall be 
so adjusted as to pro.vide n fu.nu sufficient to pay for the cost of main
taining, repairing, and operating the bridge and its approaches, to pay 
an adequate return on the cost thereof, ancl to provide a sinking lund 
t;nfficient to amortize ' the amount paid therefor as soon · as possible 
nuder reasonable charges, but within a period of not to exceed 20 years 
from the date of acquiring the same. After a sinking fund sufficient 
to pay the cost of acquiring the brid~e and its approaches shall have 
been provided, ~mch bridge shaH thereafter be maintained and operated 
free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall thereafter be so adjusted a·s to 
pronde a fund of not to exceed the amount neceRsary for the proper 
eare, rcpafr, ·maintenance, and operation of the bridge and its ap-
11ronclles. An accurate r cord of the amount paid for acquiring the 
bridge and its approaches, the expenditures for operating, repairing, 
au(] maintaining the same, and of the daily tolls collected shall be kept, 
nud shall be available for the information of all persons interested. 

SEC. G. The Indiana Bridge Co.., its successors and assigns, shall 
within 90 days after the completion of such bridge file with the Seere
tary of War n sworn itemized statement showing the actual original 
cost or constructing such bridge and its approaches, the actual cost ot 
ncquirlng any interelrt in real property necessary therefor, and the 
nctual financing and promotion costs. The Secretary of War may, at 
nny time within three years after the completion of such bridge, inves
tignte the actual cost of constructing the same, and for such purpose 
the said Inutana Brfdge Co., its successors and assigns, shall make 
nvnilable all of its records in · connection witll the financing and the 
construction thereof. Th~ findings of the Secretary of War as to tho 
actual original cost of the bridge shall be conclusive, subject only to 
review in a court of equity for fraud or gross mistake. 

8EC. 7. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the 
rights, powers, and privileges conferTed by this act is hereby granted to 
the Inrtlana Briuge Co., its successors aud assigns, and any corporation 
to which or any person to whom such rights, powers, and privileges 
may be sold, assigned, or tt·ansferL"ed, or who slJall acquire the same 
hy mortgage foreclosure or otherwise, is hereby authorized and em· 
powered to exercise the same as fully as though conferred herein 
llirnctiy npon such corporation or person. 

SEC. 8. 'l'he right to alter, ameno, or repeal Lhis act Is hereby 
expressly ret;erved. 

The committee amenum('ont wns agreed to. 
Tlw hill was ordered to be engrossed and rend a third time, 

wus read the third time, and passed. _ 
A motion to reconsider the vote wllereby the hill was passed 

was laid on the table. 

AMY..RICAN PUINTING HOu~E FOR TilE BLIND 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (II. R. 
]3453) to amend the net providing additional aid for the 
American Printing House for the Blind. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

· The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is tliere objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill? 

'l"'herc was 110 objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
B e it ena,cted, etc., That the act entitled "An net providing acltlitional 

aid for the American Printing House for the Blind," approve(] .August 
4, 1919, is hereby amended to read · as follows: 

''That for the purpose of enabling the American Printing IIouse for. 
the Blind more adequately to pro\-idc books and apparatus for tlJe euu
catlon of the blind there is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
annually to it, in at111ition to the permanent appropriation of $10,000 
made in the act entitled 'An act to promote· the education of the b1in1l,' 
approved March 3, 1879, as amended, the sum of $65,000, which );Um 
shall be expended in accordance witll the 1·equiremcnts of sa.id act to 
promote the education of the blind." ' 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read n third time. 
was rend the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was pa sl'ed 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. BLANTON. 1\lr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Ur. THATCHER] a question? I think the gentleman 
from Kentucky deserves commendation for the amount of 
propaganda he was able to get up · on behalf of the bill whicll 
bas just hecn passed. I think I have received more letters in 
bellalf of that bill than I have received on any one bill during 
this session of Congress. · 

The letters have come from every portion of the country, 
and llow on earth the gentleman has been insh·umental in get
ting all tllesc propaganda lettei·s sent here I do not know. 
But his bill is a meritorious one, and I think lle de. erves com
menuation for E<cClll'ing its pa .. sa~c. 

~Ir. THATCHER. I will say to the gentleman from Texas 
that tbe bill sold itself on its merit.~. 'l'here was no prop
uganda about it. It is a very meritorious bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to extend 
my t'emarks on the bill just passe<l, and I ask the same priYilcge 
for my colleague the gentleman from Kentucky [Mi.'. Ronsro~]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentlemnn from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. THATCHER. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill, of 

which I have the honor to be the anthor, knowu 011 the calendar 
as H. R. 13453, is to increa. e the total annual authorization of 
Fed~rnl fnnds for the American Printing House for tlle llliJHl 
from $50,000 to $75,000. It is as follows: 

Be it ena,ote-d, etc., That the act entitled "An act providing andl
tioual aid for the American Printing House for the Blind," approved 
AuguRt 4, 1919, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

That for the purpose of enabling the American Printing House for 
the Blind more adequately to provide books and apparatus for the 
education of the blind, there is hereby authorize(] to be appropdrtted 
annually to it, in addition to the permanent appropriation of ~10,000 
made in the net entitled "~\.n net to promote the education of the 
blind," approved March 3, 1879, as amended, the sum of $65,000, whicll 
sum shall be expended in accordnncn with the requirements of :;;aid 
act to promote the education of the blind. 

This bill is an amendment of tlle act of August 4, 191.9 (Stat. 
L. 1919-1921, vol. 41, p. 272), which authorized an annual appro
priation of $40,000 for the printing of books and for the making 
of " tangible " apparatus for the use of those maintained in the 
various . chools for the blind in all the States and. Territories 
of the United States, and in the District of ColUlllbia. In 187!> 
this work of printing books for the schools for the bliml at 
Fetlernl cost . began. Unfler the act of :March 3, 1879 (Stat. J;. 
1877-1879, vol. 20, p. 467), a permanent annual fund of $10,000 
was proYitled for this purpose. Tile act of 1S7ll sets forth the 
terms and conditions under which this initial sum is to be ex
pended; nnd these prort:-;ions fUlly apply to the additional rumnal 
sum of $40,000 authorized in 1919; and tlley will likewiRe apply 
to the additional annual authorization of $25,000 carried in the 
penning bill. In other words, all the provisions of the act of 
1879 setting forth tlle terms and condition~; under which the 
original annual fund of. $10,000 should be expended are :ret in· 
full force and effect ; and the bill now before us, and which has · 
just passed. the House, is in all respects subject to those pro
visions. I deem it appropriate to incorporate llere the act of 
187!>, as it is the basic law on the subje~t. It is as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the sum of $2GO,OOO out of money in the 
United States 'l'reasury not otherwise appropriated be, and hereby is, 
set apart ns a perpetual fund for the.. purpose of aiding the education 
of the blind in the United States of .America, through the Ameri cnu 
l'rinting House for the B.lind. 
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SF.c. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States is 

hereby directed to bold said sum in trust for the purpose aforesaid; 
anu it shall be his duty, upon the passage of this act, to invest said 
sum in United States inter~t-bearing bonds, bearing interest at 4 per 
cent, of the issue ot July, 1870, and upon their maturity to reinvest 
their proceed~:~ in other United States illterest-bearing bonds, and so on 
foreYer. 

Sr.c. ~. That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States is 
hereby anthorized to pay over, Remiannually, to the trustees of the 
American Printing House for the Blind, located in Louisville, Ky., 
aud chartered iu 1858 by the Legislature of Kentucky, upon the requi
::>ition of their presidont, countersjgned by their treasurer, the semi
auuual interest upon the said bonds, upon the following conditions: 

First. The income upon tile bonds thuR helrl in trust for the educa
tion of the blind shall be expended by the trustees of the American 
Printing House each year in mRnufacturing allll furnishing embossell 
book!> for the LJind and tangible apparatur:~ for 1:helr instruction ; and 
thP. total amount of sucll books and apparatus so manufactured and 
furnished by tbis income shall each year be distributed among all 
the -public institutions for the education of the blind in the States 
and •.rerritories - of tlle United States and the District of Columbia, 
upon the requisition of the superintendent of each, duly certified . by 
its uoaru of trustees. The basis of such distribution shall be the 
total number of pupils in all the public institutions for the education 
of the blind, to be authenticated in such manner and as often as the 
trust('eS of the said .American Printing House shall require; and each 
institution shall receive, in books and apparatus, that portion of the 
total income of said bonds held by the Secretary of the •.rreasury 
of th~ United States in trust for the education of the blind, as is 
shown by the ratio between the number of pupils in that -institution 
for the education of the blind anu the total number of pupils in all 
the public institutions for the education of the b"!lnd, which ratio shall 
be computed upon the first Monday in January of each year. 

Second. No part of the income from sn.ld bonds shall ue expended 
in the erection or leasing of buHdingH. 

Third. No profit shall be put on any books or tangible apparatus 
for the inr:~truction of the blind manufactured or furnished by the 
trustees of said American Printing Rouse for the Blind, located in 
Louisville, Ky.; an.U the price put upon each article so manufactured 
or furnished shall only be its actual cost. 

Fourth. The Secretary of the Treasury of the United States shall 
have the authority to witl.lhold the income arising from said bonds 
thus set apart for the education of the blind of the United States 
whenever lle shall receive satisfactory proof that the trustees of said 
American Printing House for the Blind, located in Louisville, Ky., are 
not using the income from these bonds for the benefit of the bllnd in 
tile public institutions for the education of the blind in the United. 
States. 

Fifth. Before any money be paid to the treasurer of the American 
Printing House for the Blind by the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
L'nited States the treasurer of the American Printing IIouse for the 
llllnd shall execute a bond, with two approved sureties, to the amount 
of $20.000, conditioned that the interest so received shall be expended 
according to this law and all amendments thereto, which shall be held 
by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, and shall be 
renewed every two years. 

l:)ixth. The superintendents of the T':trious publlc institutions for the 
pducatio.n of the blind in the United States shall each, ex officio, be a 
member of the board of trustees of the American Printing House for 
the Blind, located in the city of Louisville, Ky. 

SEc. 4. That the trustees of said Americ»n Printing House for the 
Blind shall annually make to the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
United States a report of the items of their expenditure of the income 
of !'la id bonds during the year preceding their report, and shall annu
ally furnish him with a voucher from each public institution for the, 
education of the blind, showing that the amount of books and tangible 
apparatus due has been received. 

SEC. 5. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

Mr. Speaker and Members. :rou will note that under the act 
of 1879 the funds appropriated or provided are absolutely 
limited or restricted to the printing of books-<:hiefiy text
book::; for use in these schools-and the making of what is 
termed "tangible apparatus," raised charts, maps, and the like. 
Yon will also note that no part of these funds can be used 
for the construction or the leasing of buildings or grounds 
or for any purposes except those just . indicated. The act of 
1879 also pro""Vides that the. basis of distribution of such books 
and apparatus shall he the ratio of the total of pupils main
tained in the institutions for the education of the blind in 
any State or Territory or the District of Columbia to the 
total of such pupils maintained in all the States and Terri
tories of the United States and the District of Columbia. 
Moreover, all such books and apparatus must be so furnished 
to the "Various schools and institutions maintained for the blind 
at the actual cost of their production. For fiscal adminis
trative purposes tile act placed the American Printing House 

:Cor the Blind under the Treasury Department of tile Unite<l 
States. The institution's accounts are carefully watched and 
inspected by officials of the Treasury Department and are also 
carefully audited by public accountants. 

The State of Kentucky was a pioneer in the matter of print
ing uooks and making apparatus for the blind. In Kentucky 
the first step was taken in 1858. In that :renr the General 
Assembly of Kentucky passed an act entitled "An ad to estab
lish the American Printing House for the Blind." It created 
a board of trustees-made up of seven members-and this 
number of active trustees yet obtains ; but, in addition, under 
the provisions of the further act of the General Assembly of 
Kentucky of 1\Iareh 3, 1861, yet in force, all superintendents 
of State institutions devoted exclusively to the education 
of the blind are ex officio members of this l.loard of trustees. 
There is held in Louisville, Ky., where this institution is lo
cated, each year a meeting of all these trustees, where the 
general policies of the American Printing House for the Blind 
are formulated and the scope and plans for printing deter
mined and the operation of the plant studied. The active 
management, subject to this· general supervil:wry control, i!--1 
carried on by a board of seven trustees residing at Louisville 
and a superintendent. These seven trustees serve without 
compensatiqn. · 

Because this work started in Kentucky, and because Ken
tucky founded there a plant for this kind of work, the other 
States joined in asking the Congress for legislation and fund::; 
enabling them to receive the benefit of the work. The cost of 
t;;eparate plants in each State and Territory for the printing of 
these books and the making of the required apparatus for the 
blind would have been prohibitive. Kentucky had, by her own 
appropriations and funds, constructed and equipped a plant for 
such purposes, and witil Federal funds supplied therefor could 
print enough books in the "point" system to take care of the 
needs of all the schools for the blind in all the States and Ter
ritories and the District of Columbia. This led to the enact
ment by Congress of the act of 1879. The printing of books 
in this institution revolutionized the teaching of the blind 
throughout the United States. The so-called Braille systeru 
has been modified and revised and is now employed in the prep
aration of all these books. Practically all of the textbooks 
used in all of the institutions for the education of the blind in 
the United States, including its Territories and the District of 
Columbia, are prepared in the American Printing House for the 
Blind, and it is the largest printing establishment for the blind 
in the entire world. 

The demand in these institutions for these books grew so that 
in 1919 Congress passed the act in that year, already referred 
to, authodzing an additional annual appropriation of $40,000, 
making altogether a total of $50,000 for these purposes. Since 
1919 Congress has been regularly appropriating $40,000 author
ized by the act of 1919, and the permanent annual appropriation 
of $10,000 has also been used, and there is now being expended 
this total of $50,000 for tile preparation of books for the blind 
and the making of tangible apparatus for their use. However, 
the work bas grown Ro greatly that it has been found that 
$50,000 for the indicated purposes is insufficient, and the Huper
intendents of t11ese institutions for the blind throughout the 
country have joined the adive members of the board of trus
teeR-of which board these superintendents are ex-officio 
member:'l-in asking for an increased authorization of $25,000 
a year carried in the peuding bill. The bill has been introduced 
as a rer-mlt of the unanimous judgment of these trustees and 
represents the pressing needs of all of tho State~ and Territo
ries and t11e District of Columbia. 

A..;; an evidence that this additional authorization is nee<led, 
reference is made ·to the fact that in addition to the books 
and a11paratus furnished tile yarious institutions for the blind 
in the ountry at large, under existing law, to the extent of 
$50,000 per year, a number of States are purchasing from 
the American Printing House for the Blind, books above the 
quotas to which they-the respective States so purchasing
are entitled. Other States and Territories, although standing 
in need of books and apparatus, because of financial inability, 
are unable to purchase them. 

In this connection it should be borne in mind, as was shown 
in the hearings on this bill before the House Committee on 
Education, that the State of Kentucky has expended of its 
own funds, without any contribution from Federal or other 
sources whatsoeyer, nearly $100,000 for building and equipping 
this plant at Louisville, now owned and operated by the Ameri
can Printing House for the Blind, a corporation created under 
the laws of Kentucl{y for the purpose of operating the plant 
and carrying on this work. As late as 1922 the State of Ken
tucky appropriated the sum of $25,000 and expended it in 
adding a wing to the existing structure. Yet the State of 
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Kentucky does not recei-ve in books and apparatus, one penny 
.more or above the 1·ation provi<led by the act of 1879, than 
any other State or Territory of the Union. The allocation 
of uooks and apparatus made to Kentucky is ma<le upon ex
actly the same basis as that made to all other States and the 
Territories and the District of Columbia ; that is to say, upon 
the basis of the actual blind population maintained in its 

· .. s<.:hools for the blind. 
If the pending bill is enacted into law, the total authoriza

tion of funds for the indicated purpose will be $75,000 as 
against $50,000 now provided. There is a great and urgent 
·need for this enactment. It is to be hoped that the Senate 
"\\ill act with the promptness and unanimity which has char-

-acterized the action of the Bouse in dealing with this measure. 
The Bureau of the Budget advises that the enactment of this 
bill is in harmony with the President's . financial prog1·am. 

Under the supervision of Prof. B. B. Huntoon and Miss Susan 
.. B. Merwin, former superintendents, the American Printing 
House for the Blind built up its great work for the blind 
<:hil<lreu of the Nation. Their service was of a monumental 
character .; and in like spirit that service is being carried on 
to-day under the supervision of the present .superintendent, Mr. 
E. E. Bramlette, and. the board of trustees of the institution, 
headed uy Mr. John W. Barr, jr., of Louisville, Ky., its chau·man. 
And, in passing, I may add that one of the most competent 
superintendents of institntions forth~. blind in the United States 
to-day is Prof. Clifford B. Martin, llimself blind, who is super
iutendent of the Kentucky School for the Blind. He was edu
cated by means of books printed in the American Printing 
House for the Blind. 

Since the American Printing House for the Blind has been 
fuuctioning under the acts of the State of Kentucky und the 
.acts of Cougress it has proved itself to be one of the most 
beueficent institutions in the entire country. By means of the 
uooks and apparatus printed and prepared in this plant those 
wllo once were " blind" now 11 see." The whole field of knowl
edge, which before the 11 point" system of printing was devised, 
was practically unknown to those of the " unseeing world," 
.has been opened up to them, with the result that to-day thou
sands of those in our midst · who are sightless arc being edu
cated in all of the arts and sciences, and have become and are 
becoming competitors in every line of worthy endeavor with 
those of the seeing world. No more meritorious measure can 
come before the Congress than that which is now presented. 

I am very grateful to my colleagues, Congressmen REED of 
New York, chairman of the Bouse Committee on Education, and 
RoBSION of Kentucky, and to the other members of that com
mittee for their careful consideration of this measure, and for 
the favorable committee report thereon, and for their coopera
tion here to-day. I am also deeply appreciati"-re of the kind 
reference made on the floor to-day by my esteemed colleague, 
Congressman BLANToN. of Texas, to my work in behalf of the 
bill ; and I thank him for his presence and assistance in behalf 

. of the measure. 
In conclusion, Mr. Speaker and Members, let me say that if 

our action in providing adequate funds for the purposes under 
discussion be not in all truth the " Lord's work," then I know 

. not what the "Lord's work" may be. 
1\fr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con

sent to extend my 1·emarks in the RECORD on the bill just 
passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
1\fr. REED of New York. l\fr. Speaker, the bill (B. R. 

13453) introduced by Mr. THATCHER, of Kentucky, to authorize 
an additional appropliation for the printing of books for the 
blind is one of the most melitorious pieces of legislation that 
has come before the Education Committee, of which I have the 
honor to be chairman. 

It is a bill that appeals to and touches the heart and arouses 
the sympathy of every 1\femuer of this House. The benefits to 
be derl-red under the additional appropriation asked for under 
the terms of this bill will, under the act of 1879, be equitably 
shared by every State in the Union. 

This great humanitarian work was started by the great State 
of Kentucky under an act of its legislature in 1858. It has 
lifted the curtain and permitted the sunlight of knowledge to 
penetrate into the recesses of the mind of those who suffer 
from an affliction which enlists the sympathy of all of us. This 
beneficent work is open and available to a blind population in 
the United States, as shown by the 1920 census, of 52,567. 

A history of this legislation, so far as Congress is concerned, 
dates from the act of 1879, which provided for an income on 
$250,000, or $10,000 a year, 4 per cent income, to be set apart 
for the printing of books for the blind ~d the :rp.anuf;!cture o~ 

tangible apparatus in the institution known as the American 
£rinting !louse for the Blind. 

Later, in 1919, an act increasing the Federal aid for this pur
pose amounted to $40,000 a year, making the annual total funds 
$50,000. It 1s a matter of common knowledge that since the act 
of 1!)19 the- cost of printing materials in this highly technical 
work has greatly increased. The bill now before the Bouse, 
H. R. -13453, is an amendment to the act of 1919 to. increase the 
$40,000 annual authorization in that act to $65,000, whicll will 
insure a total authorization of $75,000 a year. 

The hearings on this bi1l show most conclusively that the 
various blind schools throughout the country are sending many 
of their students to the universities. Every State has reason 
to be proud of this great humanitarian service and, so far as I 
know, there has never been .the sl-ightest disposition to curtail 
appropriations when it could be shown that additional funds 
were required. · 

It may be of interest to the Members of the Bouse to know 
that this legislation in no way changes the policy of the organic 
act on the subject. Therefore the books will continue to be 
printed at cost and furnished without charge up to the limit of 
the quota. This quota is according to the proportion of their 
respective local blind schools to the total blind-school popula-· 
tion of the United States. I am taking this opportunity to 
include in my remarks a list of the States havin~ institutions 
for the blind, with other facts and figures whicn I believe will 
be of interest to the Memuers of the House: 

Number of 
pupils Amount of quota 

States having institutions for. tbe blind 

1924 1925 1923-24 1924-25 

Alabama School for the Blind (white) ___ ______ 12j3 
Alabama School!orthe Negro Deaf and Blind_ 20 
Arizona School for the Deaf and Blind ____ ____ 8 
Arkansas School for the Blind ___ ______________ 92 
Atlanta Public Schools, departi;nent for the 

blind _______________________ ---- •• --.-------- --------
Buffalo Public Schools, department for the 

blind _____ ----------------------------------- 11 
Califorwa School for the Blind ________________ 100 
Chicago Public Schools, department for the 

blind _____ ----~--- __ ____ :.------ ~ ------------- 48 
Cincinnati Public Schools, department for the 

blind _________ -------- _________ ____ ---------- 13 
Cleveland Public Schools, department for the 

blind _________ ---- - - _______ . _________ --------- 55 
Colorado School for the Deaf and Blind_______ 62 
Connecticut School !or the Blind______________ 67 
Connecticut Nursery for the Blind____ ________ 11 
Detroit Public Schools, department for the 

blind ____ _________________________ ----------- 18 
Duluth Public Schools, . department for the 

blind ________ ·------------------- ____ --------- 6 
Florida School for the Deaf and the Blind____ 57 
Georgia Academy for tho Blind_______________ 97 
Hadley Corrcspondenoo School, department 

for the blind ________________________________ --------
Idaho School for the Deaf and Blind__________ 18 
lllinois School for the Blind___________________ 235 
Indiana School for the Blind_________________ _ 160 
Iowa College for the Bllnd____________________ llO 
JerRey City Public Schools, department for 

tbe blind·---------------------------------- 7 
Kansas School for the Blind___________________ 120 
Kentucky School for the Blind______________ __ 112 
Los Angeles Publlc Schools, department for 

tho blind___________________________________ 24 
Louis.iam\ School for the Blind________________ 73 
Louisiana School for Negro Blind_____________ 19 
Maryland School for tho Blind_______ _________ 127 
Massachusetts School and Perkins Institu-

tiOll for the DUnd________________________ ___ 278 
Michigan Employment Institution for the 

Blind __ •• ____ --- -- --- ----------------------- 64 
1-lichigan School for the Blind____ ____________ 172 
Milwaukee Public Schools, department for 

the blind___________________________________ 16 
Minnesota School for the Blind ______________ ._ 142 
Minneapolis Public Schools, department for 

the blind_________ __________ _____ ___________ 16 
Mississippi Institution for the Blind__________ 84 
Missouri School for tho Blind _____ ___ _________ 124 
Montana School for the Denf and Blind_______ 22 
Nebraska School for the Blind ___ --- -- -------- 66 
Newark Public Schools, department for the 

blind _______________ ------- _________ .:.________ 21 
New Mexico Institution for the Blind_________ 82 
New Orleans Public Schools, department for 

the blind ________________ ___________ --- _____ • --------
New York Institute for the Education of the 

Blind __ ----------------------- - ____ --------- 111 
New York State School for the Blind__________ 183 
New York City Public Schools, department 

for the blind_______________________ _____ ____ 120 
North Carolina School for the Deaf and Blind.. 198 
North Dakota School for the BUnd____________ 38 
Ohio State School for the Blind _______________ 250 
Oklahoma School for the Blind __ .------------ 129 
Oregon Institute for the Blind________________ 49 
Oregon Employment Institution for the 

Blind __ ··--·.----------·----------.--------- 42 

122 $1, 112. 12 $1, 060. 87 
16 180. 83 139. 13 
7 7a33 60. 87 

100 831. 83 869. 57 

g 

· 12 99.46 
103 904.16 

57 433.99 

.13 117.54 

36 497.29 
70 560.58 
58 605.79 
9 99.46 

25 162.75 

6 54.25 
63 515.37 

106 877.03 

51 
23 162.75 

234 2, 124. 77 
151 1, 446. 65 
124 994.58 

8 03.29 
124 1, 084. 99 
120 1, 012. 66 

32 216.99 
80 660.04 
23 171.79 

130 1, 14.8. 28 

282 2, 513. 56 

106 578.66 
179 1, 555. 15 

15 144.67 
128 1, 283. 91 

23 144.67 
82 759.49 

120 1,121.16 
25 198.91 
65 596.74 

21 
84 

189.87 
741.41 

119 1, 003. 6~ 
178 1, 654. 61 

101 1, 084. 99 
230 1, 790. 24 
36 343.58 

250 2, 260. 40 
131 1, 166. 37 
46 443. 04 

48 379.75 

78.26 

104.35 
895.65 

495.65 

113.04 

313.04 
608.70 
504.35 
78.26 

217.39 

52.17 
547.83 
921. 74 

443.48 
200.00 

2, 034.78 
1, 313.04 
1, 078. 26 

69.57 
1,078. 26 
1,043. 48 

278.26 
695.65 
200.00 

1, 130.44 

2, 452.17 

921.74 
1, 556. 52 

130.44 
1, ll3. 04 

200.00 
713.04 

1,043. 48 
217.39 
565.22 

182.61 
730.44 

60. 87 

1, 034.78 
1, 547.83 

878. 26 
2,000. 00 

313.04 
2, 173. 91 
1, 139. 13 

400. 00 

417.39 
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Number of Amount of quota pupils 
States having institutions for the blind 

1924 1925 1923-24 1924-25 

---------

10 11 $00.41 $95.65 
Paterson Public Schools, department for the 

blind __ •••.• ---------------- ..•• ------ ...••. 
Pennsylvania Institution for the Instruction of the Blind _______________________________ _ 251 241 2, 269.44 2, 095.65 

2 18.08 8. 70 
Racine Public Schools, department for the 

blind._.------.----------------------------. 
Seattle Public Schools, department for the 

blind_-------------------------------------- 6 6 54.25 52.17 
South Carolina School for the Deaf and Blind __ 106 106 958.41 921.74 
South Dakota School for the Blind ___________ _ 35 39 316. 46 3.~9. 13 
Tennessee School for the Blind _______________ _ 211 201 1, 907.78 1, 747.83 
Texas School for the Blind __________________ _ 238 218 2, 151.00 1, 895.65 
Texas Institution for the Deaf and Blind 

(colored)------------- ______________________ _ 85 89 768.54 773.91 
Toledo Public Schools, Department for the 

Blind __ ··----- ______________ -------------- __ 7 9 63.29 78.26 
Ut.ah School for the Blind ____________________ _ 30 32 271.25 278.26 
Virginia School for the Deaf and Blind ________ _ 79 82 714.28 713.04 

20 24 180.83 208.70 
70 74 632.91 643.48 

Virginia School for the Colored Deaf and Blind_ 
Washington School for the Blind _____________ _ 

134 138 211. 57 1, 200.00 
73 77 660.04 669.57 

Western Pennsylvania Schoolfor the Blind ___ _ 
West Virginia Schools for the deaf and blind •.• _ 
Wisconsin School for tho Blind ______________ _ 165 205 1, 491.86 1, 782.61 
Youngstown Public Schools, department for 

the blind ___ -·--------------------·---------- 8 72.33 78.26 

TotaL---------------------·---····-··-· 5, 530 5, 750 50,000.00 50,000.00 

Per capita, $8.6956522. Sixty-nine schools; number of pupils, 5, 750. 

INDIAN FIELD SERVICE 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 13494) to permit detailing of employees of the Indian 
field service to the Washington office. 

The Clerk read the title of the bilL 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the billJ as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the Commissioner of Indian Afl'alrs 

may detail employees of the Indian field service for temporary duty in 
the Indian Bureau at Washington for such time as he finds necessary 
in connection with their field duties. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last word. 
I do this merely to call the attention of the House to what 

is in this bill and incidental1y to say that the House has been 
appropriating a good many million dollars this afternoon, and 
we are doing it by unanimous consent, V\ith very little consid
eration and knowledge. 

If this bill is enacted into law, the head of the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs can bring every field employee to Washington 
every month in the year if he wants to, and in addition to get
ting his transportation, he will get his per diem, and he can 
stay here a week or 10 days or two weeks or a month and then 
go back home. I think this bill, as well as several others that 
have been passed over, nobody knowing what is in them, ought 
to have some consideration by the House, should be debated 
and then voted upon, and it is for that reason I am making 
this comment. 

I think the House ought to know what it is voting on, because 
next summer or next year you will wake up and :find you have 
a great increase in appropriations for travel and allowances 
in half a dozen of these bureaus and you will want to know 
how it happened and will say, "I did not know we did that." 

1\fr. HUDSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BEGG. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. HUDSON. Does not the gentleman, my distinguished 

friend from Ohio, realize the utmost confidence this House has 
ln the gentleman and because he does not object, we follow his 
lead in passing these bills 1 

Mr. BEGG. The gentleman should not have that much con
fidence. It is too much responsibility. The gentleman is doing 
his duty now when he calls the attention of the House to what 
is in the bill. If the House wants to pass it, the geutleman 
from Ohio is not further concerned. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BE.lGG. Gladly. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. Is this notice to the membership thnt the 

gentleman from Ohio is going to stop functioning? 
Mr. BEGG. No; it is not that at all; but it is notice to 

the membership that it is their 1·esponsibility just as much as 
it is mine or yours. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 
1\ir. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the 

enacting clause. 

This will bring the matter squarely before the House. The 
purpose of this bill, as the gentleman from Ohio says, is to 
take perfectly good field agents, bring them to Washington, and 
make " no-good " clerks out of them. There is not a depart
ment in Washington that is not overmanned and overcrowded 
with employees so that they are in each other's way. If the 
Indian Bureau has too many fields a-gents, the thing to do is 
to dispose of some of them. If you go up to the Department of 
the Inferior, you can not find your way through there because · 
there are so many employees, and, as the gentleman from Ohio 
points out, if you bring them here from their work in the field, 
then the Department of Ag1icu1ture will come in with the same 
kind of bill, while the Army and the Navy· are doing this 
very thing now. We have officers now in the Navy Depart
ment that ought to be in submarines learning to navigate under 
the water. 

They are either playing polo, as the gentleman from Texas 
pointed out the other day, or they are in swivel-chair positions.
You have a General Staff of the Army that is overcrowded. I 
pointed out yesterday that you have one officer for every 10 
soldiers, and there is not an army in the world, except the 
army of Nicaragua, that has so many officers. 

I hope the gentleman from Montana [Mr. LEAVITT] will not 
press his bill, and I hope that the gentlemen of the House will 
respond and approve my amendment to strike out the enacting 
clause and kill this bill now, because now is the time to kill it. 

Mr. LlDAVITT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the mo
tion to strike out the enacting clause. 

This is a bill that was introduced at the request of the Sec
retary of the Interior to bring about greater efficiency in the 
handling of Indian matters. The situation is that in the reor
ganization of the Indian Service there has been worked out a 
more efficient form of handling the education of the Indians, 
the health matters, and the different p1·ograms for the advance
ment of the Indians toward becoming self-supporting. 

At the present time there is authority for almost all of the 
departments and almost all of the bureaus to bring their field 
employees to Washington, when that is necessary for the proper 
carrying on of their work, and that has been continually done 
by the Indian Bureau, but for fear there is some technicality in 
the way of it, because of an act already in existence, this change 
in the law is asked for. 

Even if this is not passed, it is perfectly proper, under the 
law, for q_fficials from the Washington office to go out into the 
field and to have these conferences with those who have charge 
of the different districts. All this is intended for is to give 
authority to tlle Commissioner of Indian Affairs to also call 
these men hcore. If, for example, he wished to hold a consulta
tion with those in charge of the educational matters, or 
those in charge of health matters, or any work in the west
ern country where the Indians exist, he can call them to
gether here where the records are, where they can confer with 
each other, and all get the benefit of each other's views, where 
plans can IJe worked out for the benefit and betterment of the 
Indians. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. How long will these conferences take? 
1\fr. LEAVITT. It may take a week or two weeks. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Under the bill they can call them here 

for six months, send them home, and then recall them. 
Mr. LEAVITT. He could not go beyond the appropriation, 

and the committee, under the leadership of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. C&AMTON], scrutinizes these appropriation!:!. 
The . depRrtment will have to jm:ttify the items used for this 
purpose, and there will be restrictions in the appropriation 
oills. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Uuder the bill they could be brought here 
and kept here indefinitely, and jf they had available funds it 
would be all right and if they did not it would be charged up to 
the deficiency bill. 

l\lr. LEAVITT. The gentleman knows that nothing of that 
kind will be done. This same authority exists in reference 
to other bureaus and it is not done there in that way. 

Mr. EVANS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LEJA VITT. I will. 
Mr. EVANS. Under the present law the Commissioner of 

Indian Affairs goes to the field to hold a conference? 
Mr. LEAVITT. Yes. 
Mr. EV A.NS. And under this bill, ins tend of the commis

sioner going to the field the men will come to Washlngton? 
Mr. LEAVEI.'T. Yes. 
Mr. BEGG. If the gentleman from Montana had a private 

business and had 100 agents scattered throughout tbe United 
States and had a central office at Washington, what would he 
do? Bring all the ageuts here or would he meet them out 
West at some central point? 
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Mr. LEAVI'l.~. I might do either. The commissioner ought 

to have the authority which is given him under this bill to 
do either according to the necessities of the case. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. These are local agents out on the Indian 
reservations? · 

Mr. LEAVITT. Not always; sometimes they are supe1in· 
tendents of the districts, some in charge of handling health, 
some in charge of handling the educational work, and such 
rna tters as have to do with the industrial development of the 
Indians. 

1\lr. LAGUARDIA. It would be far better for the superior 
officer to go out and get in contact with the Indians. 

l\1r. LEAVITT. In most cases the Washington official does 
go out there, but it is sometimes better for officials to come to 
\Vashington and get the views of the central office. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from New York to strike out the enacting 
clause. 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 

CONFEn.&ING JURISDICTION ON THE COURT OF CLAIMS 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(S. 1857) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to 
certify certain findings of fact, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk rend the title to the bilL 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
1\fr. LAGUARDIA, 1\fr. BLACK of Texas; and Mr; ·HARE 

objected. · 

TO ESTABUSII A NATIONAL MILITARY PARK .AT FREDERICKSBURG, V.A. 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 9045) _to establish a national military park at and near 
Fredericksburg, Va., and to mark and preserve historical points 
connected with the battles of Fredericksburg, Spotsylvania 
Court House, Wilderness, and Chancellorsville, including Salem 

· Church, Va. 
The Clerk read the title to the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres· 

ent consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
r:rhe Clerk read as follows: 
Be it m~actea, eto., That in order to commemorate the Cl.vil War 

battles of Fredericksburg; Spotsylvania Court House, Wilderness, and 
Chancellorsville, including Salem Church, all located at or near Fred
ericksburg, Va., and to mark and preserve for historical purposes the 
breastworks, earthworks, gun emplacements, walls, or other defenses or 
shelters used by the armies in said battles, so far as the marking and 
preservation of the same are practicable, the land herein authorized 
to be acquired, or so much thereof as may be taken, and the highways 
and approaches herein authorized to be constructed, are hereby de
clared to be a national military park whenever the title to the same 
shall have been acquired by the United States, the said land so to be 
acquired being the land necessary for a paTk of the plan indicated on 
the index map sheet filed with the report of the Battle Field Commis· 
sion appointed pursuant to an act entitled "An act to provide tor 
the inspection of the battle fields 1n and around Fredericksburg and 
Spotsylvania Court House, Va.," approved on the 7th day of June, 
1024, said index map sheet being referred to in said report, and par
ticularly in the " Combirred plan-Antietam system " described in said 
report, the first of the plans mentioned in said report under the head
ing " Combined plan-Antietam system " being the plan which is hereby 
adopted, the said land herein authorized to be acquired being such 
land as the Secretary of War may deem necessary to establish a park 
on the combined plan, Antietam system, above refelTed to, the particu
lar boundaries of such land to be fixed by surveys made previous to the 
attempt to acquire the same, and authority is hereby given to the 
Secretary of War to acquire for the purposes of this act the land above 
mentioned, or so much thereof as be may deem necessary,· together with 
all such existing breastworks, earthworks, gun emplacemeuts, walls. 
defenses, shelters, or oth~r historical points as the Secretary of War 
may deem necessary, whether shown on said iudex map sheet or not, 
and together also with such additional land as the Secretary of War 
may deem necessary for monuments, markers, tablets, roads, highways, 
paths, approa~es, and to carry out the genera~ purposes of this act. 
As title Is acquired to parts of the land herein authorized to be 
acquired, the Secretary of War may proceed with the establishment 
ef the park upon such portions so acquired, and the rE.'maining portions 
of the lands desired shall be respe~tively brought within said pa_rk as 
titles to said portions are severally acquired. 

With the following committee amendment: 
Page 2, line 6, after the word " park," insert the following: "to be 

known as the Frederick!:!burg and Spotsylvania County battle fielus 
memorial." 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
:Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last 

word for the purpose of asking the gentleman from Virginia 
about how much land this national park will embrace? 

1\fr. DLAND. As ascertained by the commission which made 
the investigation, and which appears on page 26 of the hearing, 
the total is 535 acres. It is not contemplated to take a large 
area in any one place. The purpose is to have a park on the 
order of the Antietam system, and taking the existing in
trenchments and important locations· of that character with a 
minimum area of land. It will be noted that we are covering 
four major battle fields at the present time. 

l\fr. HUDSON. And it does not emtirace any historical build
ings that are to be kept up? 

Mr. BLAND. Whether there are buildings there or nut? 
Mr. HUDSON. Yes; historical buildingt:; are to be preserved, 

and perhaps rebuilt. · 
:llfr. DLAND. I do not think any buildings arc contemplated 

by this at all. It will be so much as the Secretary may deem 
necessary, and I have not in mind now any buildings that 
will be taken. 

M.r. HUDSON. So that the upkeep will be a small upkeep 
of g-rounds? 

Mr. BLAND. The upkeep ascertained and reported by the 
commission that made the investigation is $24,000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pro forma amendment 
will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill, as follows: 
SEc. 2. The Secretary of War is hereby authorizE.'I.l to cause con

demnation proceedings to be instltutE.'d in the name of the United 
States under the provisions of the act of August 1, 1888, entitled 
"A.n act to authorize coudemnation of lands for sites for public 
buildings, anu for other purposes" (25th Stat. L. p. 357), to acquire 
title to the lauds, interests therein, or rights pertaining thereto within 
the suid Fredericksburg National Military Park, hereinabove authorized 
to be acquired, and the United States shall be entitled to immediate 
possession upon the filiug of the petition in condemnation in the 
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia: 
Pt·ovided-, That when the owner of such lands, intercl:lts therein, or 
rights pertaining thereto shall fix a price for the same, which in the 
opinion of the commission, hereinafter referred to, and the Secretary 
of War, shall be reasonable, the Secretary may purchase the same 
without fmther delay: Provided ftlrther, That the Secretary of War 
is hereby authorized to accept, on behalf of the United States, dona
tions of lands, interests therein, or rights pertaining thereto reqnired 
for the said Fredericksburg National Military Park: And prot:idcd 
further, That no public money shall be expended for title to any 
lands until a written opinion of the .Attorney General shall be bad 
in favor of the validity of title thereto. 

SEC. 3. The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to enter into leases 
with the owners of such of the lands, works, defenses, and buildings 
thereon within the said Fredicksburg National Military Park as in his 
discretion It is unnecessary to forthwith acquire title to, and such 
leases shall be on such termR and conditions as the Secretary of War 
may prescribe, anu may contain o~tions to purchase, subject to later 
acceptance if in the judgment of the Secretary of War it is Ul:l eco
nomical to purchase as condemn title to the property: Pro1:ided, That 
the Secretary of War may enter into agreements upon such nominal 
terms as he may prescribe, permitting tbe present owners or their 
tenants to occupy or cultivate their present holdings, upon condition 
that they will preserve the present breastworks, earthworks, walls, 
defenses, shelters, buildings, and roads, and the present outlines of the 
battle fields, and that they will only cut trees or underbrush or disturb 
or remove the soil m1der such regulations as the Secretary of War may 
prescribe, and that they will assist in caring for and protecting all 
tablets, monuments, or such other m·tificial works as may from time to 
time be erected by proper authority : Provided jurtl!cr, That if such 
agreements to lease cover auy lands the title to which shall have been 
acquired by the United States, the proceeds from such agreements shall 
be applied by the Secretary of War toward the muintenance of the park. 

SEC. 4. The affairs of the said Fredericksburg National l\lilitar:r Park 
shall, subject to the supervision and direction of the Secretary· of War, 
be in charge of three commissioners, conAisting of Army officers, 
·civilians, or both, to be appointed by the Secretary of War, one of 
whom shall. be designated as chairman and another as secretary of tlle 
commission. 

SEC. 5. It shall be the duty of the commissioners, under the direction 
of the Secretary of War, to survey, locate, and preserve the lines of 
the opposing armies in ·said battles, to open, construct, and repair such 
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roads, highways, paths, al'l.d other approaches as may be necessary to 
make the historical points accessible to the public and to students of 
said buttles and for the purposes of the pa"I"k, to ascertain and mark 
with hl~;torical monuments, markers, tablets, or otherwise, as the Secre
tary of War· may determine, all breastworks, earthworks, gun emplace
ments, walls, or other defenses or shelters, lines of battle, location of 
troops, buildings, and other historical points of interest within the 
park or in its vicinity, and to establish and construct such observation 
towers as the Secretary of War may deem necessary for said park, and 
the said commission in establishing the park shall have authority, under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, to employ such labor and services 
at rates to be fixed by the Secretary of War, and to obtain such supplies 
and materials as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this 
act. 

SEC. 6. The commission, acting through the Secretury of War, is 
authorized to receive gifts and contributions from States, Tet·ritories, 
societies, organizations, and individuals for the said Fredericksburg 
National Mllitary Park: Provided, That all contributions of money 
received shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United States and 
credited to a fund to be designated "Fredericksburg National Military 
Park fund," which fund shall be applied to and expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War for carrying out the provisions of this 
act. 

SEc. 7. It shall be lawful for the authorities of any State having had 
troops engaged in said battles of Fredericksburg, Spotsylvania Court 
House, Wilderness, and Chaneellorsville, including Salem Church, or in 
any of said battles, to enter upon the lands and approaches of the 
Fredericksburg National Military Park for the purposes of ascertaining 
and nr.uking the lines of battle of troops engaged therein: Provided, 
That before any such linl'B are permanently designated, the position of 
the lines and the proposed methods of marking them by monuments, 
tablets, or otherwise, including the design and inscription for the same, 
shall be submitted to the Secretary of War, and shall first receive 
written approval of the Secretary, which approval shall be based upon 
formal written reports to be made to him in each case by the commis
sioners of the park: Pt·o vided, That no discrimination shall be made 
against any State as to the manner of designing lines, but any grant 
made to any State by the Secretary of War may be used by any other 
State. 

SEC. 8. It any person shall, except by permission of the Secretary of 
War, destroy, mutilate, deface, injure, or remove any monument, column, 
statue, memorial structure, or work of art that shall be erected or placed 
upon the grounds of the park by lawful authority, or shall destroy or re
move any fence, railing, inclosure, or other work for the protection or 
ornament of said park, or any portion thereof, or shall destroy, cut, hack, 
bark, break down, or otherwise injure any tree, bush, or shrubbery that 
may be growing upon said park, or shall cut down or fell or remove any 
timber, battle relic, tree or trees g"t"owing or being upon said park, 
or bunt within the limits of the par·k, or shall remove or destroy any 
breastworks, eathworks, walls, or other defenses or shelter or any part 
thereof constructed by the armies formerly engaged in the battles on 
the lands or approaches to the park, any person so offending and found 
guilty thereof before any justice of the peace of the county in which 
the offense may be committed, or any court of competent jurisdiction, 
shnJI for each and every such offense forfeit and pay a fine, in the 
dh;cretion of the justice, according to the aggravation of the offense, of 
not less than $G nor wore than $50, one halt for the usc of the park 
and the other half to the informet·, to be enforced and recovered before 
$0Ch jus tice in like manner as dellts of like nature are now by law 
recoverable in the several counties where the offense may be committed. 

SEC. 9. The Secretary of War, subject to the approval of the Presi
dent, shall have the power to make and shall make all needful rules 
and regulations for the care of the park, and for the establishment and 
marking of lines of battle and other historical features of the park. 

SEC. 10. Upon completion of the acquisition of the land and the work 
of the commission, the Secretary of War shall render a report thereon 
to Congress, and thereafter the park shall be placed in charge of a 
superintendent at a salary to be fixed by the Secretary of War and paid 
out of the appropriation available for the maintenance of the park. 

SEC. 11. To enable the Secretary of War to begin to carry out the 
provisions of this act, including the condemnation, purchase, or lease of 
the necessary lands, surveys, maps, marking the boundaries of the park, 
opening, constructing, or r epairing necessary roads, pay and expenses 
of commissioners, salaries for labor and services, traveling expenses, 
supplies, and materials, the sum of $50,000 is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro
priated, to remain available until expended and such additional sums 
are hereby authorized to be appropriated from time to time as may be 
necessary for the completion of the project and for the proper mainte
nance of said park. All disbursements under this act shall be annually 
reported by the Secretary of War to Cong"t"ess. 

The following committee amendments were severally re
ported and severally agreed to : 

Page 3, line 25, after the word "said," strike out · the words 
"Fredericksburg National Military Park" and insert "Fredericks
burg and Spottsylvania County Battle Fields Memorial." 

Page 4, line 14, after the word "said," strike out "Fredericksburg 
National l\lilitary Park " and insert " Fredericksburg and Spottsyl
vania County Battle lt'ields Memorial." 

Page 4, line 22, after the word "said," strike out the words " Fred
erickslmrg National Military Park" and insert "F"l'edericksburg and 
Spottsylvania County Battle Fields Memorial." 

Page 5, line 21, after the word " said," strike out " 1.1--zocdericksburg 
National Military Park" arid insert "Fredericksburg and Spottsyl
vania County Battle Fields Memorial.'' 

Page 7, line 1, strike out "Frcdericksbut•g National Military Park" 
and insert " Fredericksburg and Spottsylvania County Battle l!'ields 
Memorial." 

P.age 7, line 5, strike out " Fredericksburg National Military Park " 
and insert "Fredericksburg and Spottsylvania County Battle .B'ields 
Memorial." 

Page 7, line 14, strike out "Fredericksburg National Military Park" 
and insert "Fredericksburg and Spottsylvania County Battle .B'ields 
Memorial." 

The committee amendments were agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill wus passed 
was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ST. FRANCIS RIVER-, ARK.-MO. 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(II. R. 15011) granting the consent of Congress to the Para
gould-Hopkins Bridge road improvement district of Greene 
County, Ark., to construct a bridge across the St. Francis 
River. 

The Clerk rend the title of the bill. 
The. SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the !Jill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
B e U enacted, etc., Thnt the consent of Congress is hereby granted 

to the Paragould-Hopkins Bt·idge road improvement district of Greene 
County, .Ark., a public agency, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the St. Francis River at a 
point suitable to the interests of navigation and at that point on said 
river where the Hopkins Bridge now spans same, at the Arkansas-
1\fissourl State line and connecting the States of Arkansas and Mis
souri at said point, in accordance with the provisions of the act 
entitled "An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 
wnters," approved March 23, 1lJOG. 

SEC. 2. 'l'he right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is het·eby 
expressly reserved. 

'Vith the following committee amendments : 
Page 1, liue 6, after the article " a," insert the wot J "free " and 

in line 8, after the word " at," insert the words "or near." 

The committee amendments were agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and reuu a third time, 
was read the third time, anu passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
MUNICIPAL BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER .AT ST. LOUIS, MO. 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 15012) to amend the act entitled "An act to extend the 
time for the completion of the municipal bridge appronches 
and extensions or additions thereto by the city of St. Louis, 
within the States of Illinois and Missouri," approved February 
13, 1924. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera· 

tion of the !Jill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the first section of the act entitled ".An act 

to extend the time for the completion of the municipal bridge ap
proaches, and extensions or additions thereto, by the city of St. Louis, 
within the States of Illinois and Missouri," approved February 13, 
1924, is amended to read as follows : 

" That the time for the construction and completion of the municipal 
bridge approaches, and also extensions or additions thereto, which said 
construction and completion was authorized by the act entitled 'An act · 
to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation organized under the 
laws of the State of Missouri, to construct a bridge across the MiRsis-
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sipp~ Ri\·er,' nppron!<l June 25, 1006, Is extended for the period of six 
years from Fcllruarr 11, 1024." _ · 

SEc. 2. Section 3 of such act approved February 13, 1024, is amended 
to r'ead as follows : 

" SEC. 3. 'l'hut the ~igllt - to alter, nmentl, or repeal. this act is hereby 
expressly reserved." . 

'Vith the fol1owing committee amendments: 
Pnge 2, lin e 7, strike out tbe woi·d "is" anu insert "be and the 

snme is hereby." 
Strike Ollt all of lines 10, 11, 12, anu 13, as follows : 
" SF.c. 2. Section 3 of such act approved February 1~, 192-!, is 

amended to reall as follows: 
" ' SEc. 3. 'l'hat the right to altci·, amend, or repeal this act is 

hereby exiJrl"ssly re~:~erved.' " 

Tlw committee a-mendments were ·agreed to and the l>ill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the thi.l·d time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

P. Y CLAIMS OF .ARMY OFFICERS 

Mr. GRAHAM. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask una-nimous consent to 
return to the bill ( S. 1857) to confer jurisdiction on the Court 
of Claims to certify certain findings of fact, and for other 
purposes, No. 767 on the calendar. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BLACK] has said to me that he :wouldwithdraw hi~:~ objec
tion, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGU.ARDI.A] 
has agreed to witlldraw his objection. . 

The SPEAKER. · The gentleman ft•om Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to return to S. 1857, No. 767 on the calendar. 
Is there objection? 

There wns no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerl{ "ill report the bill. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : · · 
Be '•t enacted, eto., That the Court of Clnlms shall certify to the 

proper accounting officers of the United States the ' findings of fact 
heretofore made for claimants in claims of officers of the United States 
Army for longevity pay under the decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the -United States iu United States v. Morton . (vol. 112, U. S. Rcpts., 
p. 1) and United Stutes .v .· Watson · (vol. 1-30, U. S. Repts., p. 80), and 
of the Court of Claims in Stewart tl. United States, YOL 34,' Court of 
Claims ll<'ports, p. G53). -

Antl that the proper accounting officers of the United States shall 
proceed to settle the claims so certified anu all other clnims for longev· 
tty pay n.nll allowances on account' of services of officers in tlle Regular 
Army arising undPr section 15 of an net approved July 5, 1838, entitled 
"Au oct t-o increar:;e the present Military 'Estalllishmcnt of the United 
States, and for other purposes," and subsequent ·acts all'ecting longevity 
pay and allowances, in accortlunce with the decisions of the courts of 

· the United States In all cases in which heretofore, nam«:>ly, between 
1800 and 1008, such claims were uisallowed by nny accounting officer 
of the Treasury, anu no decision of a comptroller heretofore made 

. agninst a claimant under said section 15 shall prevent a settlement 
under the terms of this act of any sucl1 disallowed claim. Every such 
cluim shall be payable to the claimant or to his widow or to his legal 
r epresentative: Pt·ot•ldcd, Tllat no clnim hereunder shall be allowed If 
malic by anr person who is nn nssignee of such claim nor to a legal 
representative without proof of the existence of blood relations to 
whom the fund would be distributerl: Pt·o.vi.ded jm·ther, That it shall 
be unlawful for any agent or attorney, firm of attorneys, or any person 
engaged heretofore or hcreRfter in preparing, presenting, or prosecuting 
any claim under this net to charge or receive more than 20 per c<':nt of 
nny amount ~pproprinted in satisfaction of tho claim. 

~Ir. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out tl1e last word. 
I do not find myself in very great sympathy with the purpose 
of this bill. But I must be old-fashioned. Yes; surely the 
United States has been very derelict in its duty in not count
ing, in computing longevity pay, the four years of school that 
is given to the Army officer and which he is paid to attend. I 
supposed we should pension the boys who fail to pass the 
exams because they have shown such patriotic intentions. I 
know the argument for this bill is tllat it should pass because . 
this allowa:qce .. bas been made to some others, and, then, that it 
was stopped awhile and then reallowe<l; and tllat this is to 
correct the wropg done to those who came in during . the period 
of omission. 

Now, it is not counted to .the boys who nrc . in the two 
military -academies. at the present time, and, of course, by the 
time they reach the age of retirement somebody will introduce 
a uill to put these men on the retired list and count four years' ' 
Her-vice at the exp'(."llSe of the Government in · computing thei.l· 
longevity pay. There is ne more rhyme or reason in this than 
th£>..re is in voting an adcUtional four or five yefl.rs before the 
nw n eve~ enlists and receives an appoint.Jp.c~t to the Milita_!y 

.Academy, Dut here we are, probably 75 Member~, aud if we 
call the roll and . the men come on the tloor the only informa
tion tllt:"Y would have before voting would be that it is to
equalize the pay of retired Army ofticei·s. I want to ask some
J;x>uy _in this House if it is _not pretty near time to begin to 
equalize the pay of some men somewhere down the line wh~ 
do n.ot belong . to the _ Army and NnYy. I llnve no complaint 
against the Army and Navy, not a bit in the world. I fight 
:t:ot· them when I think- they are right just as I . .fight against 
tllem when I think they are wrong. l think it is positively a 
scandal. This old bill has been kicked around Congx·ess until 
it has white hair, and yet you are going to pass it this after- . 
noon. There are not three men in Congress able to discnss it 
and tell whether it should pass 1·atber than to say it is to 
equalize the pay of some retired officers. Whr--

:Mr. GJLBERT. I can give the _best reason in tile worlu 
for it. 

Mr. BEGG. I do not want a speech in my tinle.. . , 
Mr. GILBERT. It is this. It is because the Supreme 

Court of the United States llns said that we owe this rnouey, . 
The gentleman':; argument is a plausible argument as an origi~ 
nul proposition, but the United States has no right to wel<.:h 
on a bargain it makes and the S~preme Court has baude<.l 
down a decision llolding that we owe this money. 

1\Ir. BEGG. I will admit there is no. question about tlle 
tcclmicality of these boys iu _ the!:!e sch,ools' being in tile service, 
but there is a lot of . question in my mind about the kind of 
motive that is back of the man who is pushing a suit and wllo 
is not in e-rery ca~;e an official Ol.' ofticer in the Army. There 
would neYer be n suit about th_is .kind of a claim in Congrc~s 
except that some attorney got a 20 per cen,t commission on 
every case. All of these men have retired, a lot of them have 
passed away. They may be wonderful _officers, I am not 
criticizing their military standing. I criticize the motives back 
of Congre:ss making an appropriation at the behest of some law
yer who trumps up a · case. fqr tile s.ake of a 20 per . cent <:om~ 
mission. I think it wrong, and I will not vote for it. I hav-e 
kept it fi·om being voted on for about four years, and I feel I 
will have discharged my duty when I have stated to the men 
present on this floor why it has not come to bat sooner. Witli 
that, l\Ir. Speaker, I am perfectly willing to have a vote. 

Mr. BLACK of · Texas. 1\fr. Chairman, I desire to offer nn 
amenumcnt. Line 2, page 3, strike out "20" and insert "10.'~ 

l\Ir. GILBEU'.r. l\Ir. Speaker, a pfl.rliamentary inquiry. 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman will ~tate it. - . 

Mr. GILBERT. I just came in and I do not catch just the 
situation before the House. . . 

The SPJ;JAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania a~ked 
unanimous consent to return to thiH bill for the purpose of 
con:siderntion, and no objection was made. 

Mr. GILBERT. 1\iay · I ask the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania, it was my understanding this was to be called up undet; 
suspension of the rules. 

l\Ir. GRAHAl\I. Not necessarily. It ·was tq have been called 
up nuder suspension of t11e rules later in the (Jay, but I Rl)()ke 
to the gentlemen objecting, l\Ir. Br...ACK of Texas and l\Ir. I.A
GuARDTA, of New York, and. they consented that I might rall it 
up under nnanimous consent, and if iR now before the Hon~e, 
and I woulu like to reply_, and I tllink I have a right to nn:'lwer 
on the motion to strike out the last woi·(l. 

l\Ir. BLACK of Texas. I have offered an amendment. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. 'l'be gentleman from Texas offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will· report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amenllment offeretl by Mr. BLACK o.t Texas: On page 3, line 2, 1--ltril<e 

out the figure " 20 " and lnsert in lieu thereof the figure " 10.'' 

1\lr. Gll.AHAM. I will say to my friend I have no objection 
personally to it. I haYe no intercRt in it at all, and 1 wilt 
accept the amendment. . 

l\Ir. GILBER'l'. l\lr. Speaker, I ri,'e in opposition to the 
amendment. 1\Ir. Speaker, my ptupose is really not in ovposl
tion to the amendment but in answer to the gentleman from 
Ohio as to the motives behind this bill. I know nothing of any . 
motives behind the bill which the gentleman suggests. This 
'vas brought to my attention by two splendid ladies in my 
district who are sisters of one 'vho now is dead and who woulil 
llave received this pay. There is no man · in tllis House who 
would r·efuse to pay an honest debt if he had the money. There 
is no lawyer in this Honse 'vbo '\\ould advise a client to r efusi' 
,to pay a debt if he had the money. I can not understand the 
legislative mincl tJ1at wants the Government of the Uniteu 
States to assume a position so ignoble that they themseiYes 
would not countenance it in their }1l'ivate business. 

The gentleman from Ohio makes some very sensible remarks 
for our future guidance. Those provisions have already been 
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adopted and this matt'er will not at1se again. But we are not 
in this matter legislating for the future, but correcting an 
error of the past. 1.'hese boys a ssumed a relationship to the 
United States which was prescribed by certain laws. The 
Supreme Court has decided that the United States, by reason 
of its contracts with these boys, now owes this money, and I do 
not believe that there is a man in this House who wants the 
Gon ·r11mcnt of the United States to stand as an example before 
the citizens of the United States in refusing to pay a debt 
wilich the Supreme Court of the United States says it owes 
jus t simply because it has the power to do so. 

l\!r. SNELL. About how many people does this bill affect? 
Mr. GILBERT. I do not know. How does that affect the 

principle involved? I understand there are very few people 
affected. Most of them have already been paid, and theRe also 
would have been paid if it had not been for the arbitrary ruling 
of the Comptrollet· of the Treasury. 

1\Ir. SNELL. Can the gentlemen of tile committee inform us ? 
Mr. GRAHAM. A report made by tile Secretary of War, 

l\Ir. Newton D. Baker, in recommending the payment of these 
claims, said there were about 500. I remember in connection 
witil n bill to repeal n certaiu statute which allowed men in 
the Confederate Army to be paid longevity pay, it having been 
previously declared by an act of Congress aR illegal because 
of their sympathies for the South, I took up the matter a s a 
matter of grace, to promote good feeling between the North 
and the South, as recommended by Judge Clayton, and about 
$160,000, as I recall, was paid to men or relatives of men, 
amoug tilem relatives of as distingUished generals os General 
Lee and General Jackson. They received this longevity. 
Anwng those on the other side were men like Grant and Sheri
dan, who also received it. 

Mr. GILBERT. The Confederates are not included in it? 
l\Ir. GRAIIAM. No. The Confederates are not. The Su

preme Court decided that a part of the service of an enlisted 
mnn was his sen·ice in the academy. Whether right or wrong, 
that was the decision of the Supreme Court of our country, and 
we are obliged to stand by it. In the administration of the 
law iu the Treasury Department, after tlie decision, one man 
came along as comptroller and defied the decision of the court 
and suspended payment. 

A new comptroller came along and took up the old law and 
decided it as it had been before, and tilen payments commenced 
again. One comptroller could not revoke the action of another 
comptroller in the Treasury. Some of those claims were re
fen·ed to the Court of Claims and approved, and the res t are 
left in this suspended position, and every effort has been made 
to have them paid. As a matter of honor, I stood by the bill 
in the House, and when the gentleman from Ohio [1\Ir. BEGG] 
says some attorney is interested, I want to say that I know 
nothing about that, but as a man who has stood for the soldiers 
of the Southern Confederacy I am bound by honor al~o to stand 
by the men who were not iu the Confederate ~ervice. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLACK]. 

The amendment was agreed to. · 
1\Ir. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last 

word. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman fr()m Texas moves to strike 

out the last word. 
1\lr. BLANTON. Later on I will withdraw that motion. This 

bill came up to-day on the Consent Calendar. 'l'hree objections 
wonld take it off the calendar. There were three objections, 
and the bill went off the calendar. · 

Then our friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRAIIAM]. the cllair
man of the Committee on the Judidary, a sked unanimous con
sent that we return to the consideration of this bill. That 
action could have been taken only by unanimous consent. One 
man could have stopped that action. 1.'he gentleman from Opio 
[Mr. BEGG] could have stopped it by interposing his own single 
per ~onnl objection, and conRent was not granted until I had 
put the gentleman on notice as to what thiR biH was. I 
a sked the Speaker to have the Clerk report to the House what 

• bill thi!:l was which the gentleman from Pennsylvania called 
up, and the Speaker had the bill reported by the Clerk, putting 
the geutleman on notice, and yet no one objected. 

The gentleman from Ohio occupies a unique position of dis
tinction here in the House. If there is an assistant Speaker 
here in the House, it is the gentleman from Ohio. If there is 
an assistant floor leader here, it is the gentleman from Ohio. 
Yet he made no attempt to stop this bill, when it required 
unanimous consent to consider it. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. HLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. BEGG. I just wanted to advise the gentleman from 
Texas that "the gentleman from Ohio" did uot need to be 
informed by the gentleman from Texas what was coming. 

Mr. BLANTON. 'rhe gentleman from Ohin let it come up 
by unanimous consent, and it would have takeu but tilree objec
tions to have again kuocked it off the calendui· nfter it was so 
called up. Surely the gentleman from Ohio could have gotten 
two others to act with him and stop tlle bill. But the gentle
man did not see fit to do that. He gets up here and inveigh~ 
against it, and then lets the bill be considered and pa~l'led. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. This bill, it was nnnoun~ed , was to be 
taken up under sm:pension of the rules of the HouRe. 

Mr. BLANTON. I was just noting the ludierommes:.; of tltl' 
position taken by the gentleman from Ohio. He lets it come 
up by unanimous consent, and then he gets up and inveigh::; 
against it when he could have stopped it. 

1\Ir. Speaker, I ask leave to withdraw my motion. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the pro forma amend

ment will be withdrawn. 
There was no .objection. 
l\lr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I am oppor-;ed 

to this bill; but it seems to me that a bill of this character, 
which changes the policy of the Government, ought to have 
some definite explanation before the House before it is passed . 
From anything that I heard I do not know how many people 
will be affected or how much it will cost. I think such figures 
should be presented to the House before a bill of such an 
important cha·r·acter iH pas~e<l. I would like to have the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [l\fr. GRAHAM] or somebody else inform 
the !louse how many men it applies to and what it will cost. 
I think we are entitled to tllat information before we vote ou 
the bill. 

Tile SPEAKER. The quef'tion is on the third reading of 
the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be reud a third time, and was 1·end 
the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 
1.'he question was taken; and thet·e were on a division (de

manded by Mr. BEGo )-ayes 115, noes 14. 
So the bill was paH~ed. 
On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, a motion to reconsiucr the vote 

whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

PANAMA CANAL ACT 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous cousent to 
take up Calendar No. 800 out of order. My reason for doing 
so is this : The bill is to conect clerical errors that were made 
~n a bill that passed the Hour-;e about six weeks ago. This i !:l 
very important; there is no controversy about it, nn<l it will 
take only about two mim.tes to do it. 
.· The SPEAKER. It is the practice of the Chair not to 
recoguize gentlemen to take up bills on the calendar out of 
order unle~s the Chair i<.J assured it is a matter of real urgency. 

1\fr. DENISON. It is a matter of great urgency because the 
legislation we have pa.'!sed is really meaningleHs unleBs this bill 
js pa~ ·ed immediately. 

1.'he SPEAKER Is there objection? 
· Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, resen-iug the right to ob

ject, I unrlerRtand there have been some errors made iu the 
numbering of the parugraphs ancl references to other section~. 

l\fr. DENISON. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUAUDIA. This bill doe".,; not chauge or di::;turb the 

bill it seeks to ameud in any de~ree ? 
Mr. DEXISON. Not at all. The uill had. about 23 Se('tion~ ; 

the Senate committee amended the bill by Htriking out one see
tion and that made it n~es~ary to change the numbers of all 
the other sections, which \VR~ done, but the Senate com~ittee 
failecl to chnnge the references to other sections in the body of 
the bill and tllat was not discovered until after the bill had 
be~ome a law. 

l\lr. LIN1.'HICUl\I. vVill the gentleman yielrl? 
Mr. DENISON. Yes. 
Mr. IJINTHICUM. What is the haste and why do you want 

to ad-vance the consideration of this bill? Can not you wait 
until it is reached "? 

1\.lr. DENISON. ·Here is the reason: The bill has become 
a law but it can not be adminis tered until this amendatory 
act is passed. This action is very important in connection 
with the administration of tlle Canal Zone. It will take only 
about two minutes and, as I have said, the bill is simply to 
correct clerical en·ors. 

The SPEAKER. I s there objection? 
There was no objection. 
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- The Clerk read lhe uill, as follows: 

Be it e1Ulcted etc., That the act entitll'd ''An act to amend the 
PanA.ma Canal act and other laws applicable to the Canal Zone, and 
for othet· purposes," approved December 29, 102U, is amendcc.l-

(1) By striking out "13" in paragraph ( 4) of subdivision ·(a) ()f 
section 9, and inserting in lieu thereof " 12." 

(2) By striking out "13" in suhdivi:-;ion (b) of section 13, nnd 
iuserting in lien thereof " 12." 

(3) By striking out "14, 15, or 16" in sulHlivision (a) of section 
lG, and in~er1 in~ in lieu thereof " 13, 14, or Hi." 

(4) By stl'iklng out •· 20" in sulJdivhdon (a) of R('Ction :!0, auc.l 
in:-;ertin~; in lieu thereof " 10." 

(u) By slriking out "20" in subdivision (c) of section 20, and 
inserting- in !leu thcrt.•<lf •· 19." 

(H) By :-;Lrikiug out "19 an<l 21 " in l'I!!Ct.ion 21, und inserting- in 
lieu theroo! ·· l~ and 20." · 

( 7) By stl'iki11g ou t .. 19" in se~tion 22, and insl'rting in lieu 
tht'J'I;Of " ll;," 

The bill wa~ ordere1l to he engrossed and rentl r. third time; 
was read the third time, uud pul"::;ed. 

A motiou to rel'cmsi1ler the vote '""herehy the bill was passed 
waR laid on the table: 
OOMP~~SATIO:'i FOR EA£PLOYEES OF THE UNITED STATES SUFFE:Rr-

1:\'G lNJUniES WHlLK IN THE PERFORlli.ANCE OF THEIR DUTIES 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move to take up Honse lJill 
11:-l2G, with amendments, and move that tbc rules be sus-
pended HIICl the bill he passed. · 

The. BPEAKER. 'l'he geutleman from P£>nnsylvania mo"\'es 
to ~m,;pcml the rules nnd pa~s Hou:e bill l1325, with amelld
meuts. 'l'ltc Clerk will revort the ametulme11ts first and rend 
the bill ns nmeuded. 

'l'he Clerk rend as follows : 
.Amend thl' bill by striking out all of sections 2, 6, anti 7. 
'trike out the figure "3" after the word "Sec.", in Hue 23, pa;;e 

~- and insert ·• 2." 
Rtt·ike out the figure "4" in line l'i, pnge 4, and insert ' 1 3." 
1-itrike out tile figure "5" in line 1, puge 5, anu inRert the 

fi:.,'1.1re "4," 

'l'he bill as amendetl is as follows : 
lJc it (•nnc;tca, etc., That section 6 ot the act entitled "An act to 

provide compensation for employees of the United States snfl'ering 
injuries wililo in the performance of tlleir duties, and for other pur
posl•s,·• Rppro~·cd September 7, 1!)16, and acts in amendment thereof, 
is amended to read as follow-s : . 

" REc. G. That tho monthly compensation for total disability shall 
"nut lle more than ~110.06, nor less than· $58.33, unless the employee's 
monthly pay iR less thnn $58.3ll, in whicl:\ case his monthly compensa
tion shnll llo tho full amount of his monthly pay. The monthly com
penl'lu1ion for partial disability shall not be more than $110.66. In 
tl!e case of persons who at the time of the injury were minors or 
·employed in a learner's capacity and who were not physically or 
ml'ntully defective the commi:siRon shall, on any review after the 
tjme when tile monthly wage-earning capacity of such persons would 
probably, but for the injury, hn>e increased, award compensation 
ba~-;ed on such probable monthly wage-earnin~ capacity. The com
·mission m:_ty, on any review after the time when the monthly wnge
Nil'ning cnpncity of the disabled employee would probably, irrespective 
of tbe injm-y, have decreased on account of old agl', award compensa
tion based on st.·ch probable monthly wage-earning capacity." 

SI•JC. 2. That subdivision II of section 10 of the act entitled ":An act 
to provide compensation for employees of the United States suffet1ng 
injulies whilP. in the performance of their duties, and for other pur
posPS," is amP.nded to read as follows: 

"(H) As used in thi,s section, the term ' child' includes stcp-chll
tiren, atiopted children, and posthumous children, but does not include 
married chiltiren. ThP. terms 'brother ' anti 'sister' include step
brothers and stepsistet·s, half brothers and half sistf'rs, nnd brothers 
n n<l sisters lJ~· ntioptiou, llut do not inclnLle married llrothcrs or mar
rieti sii;ters. All of tbc above terms and the term 'granticbild' include 
only p<'rsons who at the time of the death of the deceased em1)loyce 
nrc uwler 18 years of age or over that age and incapable of self
support. Tbc term 'parent' includes stepparents and parents by 
n1loption. The term ' widow' includes only the decctient's wife living 
witb or depcudcnt for support upon him at time of his death or living 
apart for rca.sonAhle cause or by reason of his desertion." 

Sw~. 3. That subdivision K of section 10 of the act entitled "An act 
to provide compen~;ation for employees of the United States sufl'!'ring 
i11jnrks while in the performnnce of their duties, anu for other pur
po:· ~~." is ameudctl to read as follows: 

•· (K) In r.omputing compensation undl'r this section the montlily 
pny shall, be con~;;ltiered not to l.Je more than $17Ci nor less than $87.50, 
l!ut the total monthly compeu~atlon shall not exceed the monthly pay 
computed as provided in section 12." 

SEC. 4. -That section 11 of the act entitled "An act to provide com
pensation for employees of the Uniteti States suffering ·injuries while 
in the performance of their duties, and for other purposes," is amended 
to r end- as follows : · 

" SEC . . 11. That if death results from the injury ·within six yc11rs 
the United St..'ltes shall pay to the perj;onal representative of the 
deceased employee funeral and burial expenses not to exceed $!!00, 
in the discretion of the commission. In the case of an employee whose 
home is witilln the United States, it his death occurs away trom his 
home office or outside of the United States, and if so desired by his 
relatives, the bouy shall, in the discretion of tbe commission, bn 
embalmed and transported in a hermetically sealed casket to the home 
or the employee. Such funeral and bnria.l expenses shall not be paicl 
and such transportation shall not be furnisl1ed whe~e the death takes 
place more than one year after the cessation of disability rcsnlting 
from such injury or, if there bas b<'cn no (lisability prcceuing d.entb, 
more than one year after the injury." 

The SPEAKER. Is a econd demanded? 
l\Ir. BLACK of Texas. l\Ir. Speaker, I tleman<l a second. 

- Ur. GHAHA:i.\1. ~Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
a second be con~idered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The geutlem:m from Pemisylvania [Mr. 

Gr.AHA¥] is entitled to 20 minutes and the gentleman from 
Texas [l\Ir. BiAcK] to 20 minutes. 

Mr. GRAIIAl\.1. Mr. Speaker, I will make a few remarks in 
e~planation of the situation, briefly, reserving the rest of my 
time. · 

This bill with the arnewlments, if adopted, will effed one 
thing and that is to increase the compensation of the emplo~ees 
under the employees' compensation net. · As originally clmftl•d, 
the act eovered othe;r subjects, but those have been coveretl by 
laws separately, and are now nnueeessary. rrhe Ollly thing, 
tl1erefore, to do is to strike out sections 2, G, all(l 7 an<l make 
the numeral corrections in numueriug the clifl'erent sections, autl 
the bill can then ue passed with lmt one effect, aud that is to 
increase the compensation. EleYen or twelve years ago the 
maximum corupeusation '"as :fixed by the bill then passed at 
$16.66 a week with the gradations. Since then the cost of 
Jiving, it has been estimated, has increa~cd 73 per cent. This 
proposed bill will increase the allowance from $16.66 to $2!> a 
wee~ _ 

When the present law was paRsed, 32 States had compensa
tion acts ancl only 1 had a ma~'imum hi,gber than the Federal 
act alld only 8 had a maximum higher than $12 a week. Now 
:43 States ha 'e compensation art!', aud of these State-s 23 ha ·e 
a maximum higher. than the Federal act, ancl in 10 States the 
maximum is twenty-some dolhus. I submit this as the pre-
linlinary explanation. · 

Mr. McKli~OW~. Will tho gcutleman yieltl for a question? 
1\Ir. GRAHAM. Yes. 
Mr. :McKEOWN. There is one question that gives us a grent 

deal of trouble, and that is wby the compensation goes l>eyoDfl 
$100, the amount that our solclieJ'A 1.umaUy get. That is a mat
ter that is cnmling us a great deal of con~ern over here. 

Mr. GRAHAM. This represellts the consensus of opiniou, aud 
I think was unallimouRly passell in onr committee and wa:-: ::;o 
reportetl anti approved by the Board of Compensation::; and 
favored as n just and fair compensation. That is the only 
explanation I lla\e to malw. • 

1\Ir. TILSON. May I ask the g-entleman a questjon? 
Mr. GRAHAM. Yes. 
Mr. 1'ILSON. Is it not a fact that this makes the compensa

tion to be paitl by the United States larger than that paill hy 
any State of the Union. 

Mr. GRAHA.l\1. Indeetl, no. Twenty-three StateR nlrf'ady 
bave a maximum higher than the Feoeral act. 

l\lr. TILSON. Yes; higher than the preRent Federal aet, but 
how many States ha>e a higher compensation than the United 
States ~ill have in caRe this bill is passed? The gentleman hns 
made a comparison with tlle Federal act as it stantls to-daJ-. I 
should like to ha\e his comparison as the matter will stand 
when this bill becomes a law. 

1\lr. GIL\HA:M. I ha\e not the figures on the entire country 
except for the States having a higher maximum than the Fed
eral law now. The committee held hearings upon the subject 
and after the hearingA these :figures were adopted and appro\ed 
by the Compensation Board. . 

1\Ir. BLACK. of Texas. Mr. Sveakcr, I do not know whether 
there is nny opportunity to defeat in the Hom>e of Representa
ti'\"es any bill that proposes to increase the pension of some
body either in the civil service of the United States or in the 
military service. My ex)_)erience in the past leads me to believe 
tbat all opposition to such measures is futile. Ne"\'ertheless, I 
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feel that on certain occasions it is my duty to speak my 
sentiments. 

In order that we may understand just what this bill does, I 
will state that at the present time tbe maximum compensation 
that can be paid to any civilian employee \Yho is totally dis
alJled while working in the Government service is $66% per 
montb. Tllc pro>isions of this bill will increase that maximum 
by 75 per cent and make it $116% per month. The employees' 
compensation law was enacted 10 or 12 years ago, when the 
co~t of living was much lower than it is now, and I am per
fectly willing to grant there should 1Je some increase of the 
rates provided in the original law, but I think this bill goes 
entirely too far in its 1ncreases. 

Upon another occasion this bill was on the Consent Calendar, 
nnd I objected to its consideration, because I do not think 
that legislation involving this large an .increase of public funds 
should come up on tbe Con::ll:'nt Calendar. The passage of 
this bill will increase public expenditures about $700,000 
annually. It is my understanding that the United States 
Employees' Compensation Conuui:Ssion has ~ot asked for a 
greater increase than 50 per cent ove.r the amounts provided in 
the original law, wbich would make the muximum $100 per 
month. Even at that figure the rates would be in excess of 
those provided in the employees' compensation acts of most 
of th~ States of the Union. 

Gentlemen, if you pass this bill, let me call your attention 
to what you will be doing when you pass it. You will provide 
a maximum compensation to civil employees of the Go>ern
ment, such as rural carriers, Government clerk8, letter carriers, 
postal clerks, immigration inspect(lrs, customhouse employees, 
and so on, who are totally disabled in the civil service of the 
Government-you will provide a better compensation for total 
difmbility in such cases than you have provided for our valiant 
men who were totally disabled on the battle fields of France. 
I am aguinst such a proposition. 

1\lr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I yield. 
Mr. SCHAFER. Then wily not increase the compensation 

that you provide for those soldiers? 
1\lr. BLACK of Texas. We have not that proposition before 

us, and what I am contending is--
Mr. SCHA:Ji,ER. The gentleman is bringing it before us as 

a point of argument. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes; not only that, but I have no 

apology to make for the argument. If the gentleman is willing 
to sit here and vote for a bill that will give a greater com
pensation to ci>ilian employees of the Government for total 
disability than that which is paid to a inan who was totally 
disalJled on the battle fields of France, if be is willing to do 
that, he is willing to do more tha.n I am willing to do. I have 
no attack to make on rural letter carriers, postal clerks, Govern
ment clerks in general, and men of that kind; no attack what
ever. They are worthy men. They do efficient service for the 
Go>ernment of the United States ; but I am not going to put 
m:rself in the position of voting one of these civilian employees 
a greater compensation for disability than we arc paying to 
the men who were disabled on the battle fields in defen~e of 
their country's flag. Other Members of the House can do that 
if they wish, but I will not be among the number. 

Mr. VAILE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 
1\Ir. VAILE. " Thile the gentleman is emphasizing that point, 

will he not be good enough to admit that the compensation paid 
to soldiers can be considerably more than this amount when 
such a soldier has dependents? And most of these ci>il-ser>ice 
employees will have dependents. 

l\Ir. BLACK of Texas. Not nece~snrily. Let me call this 
fact to tlle gentleman's attention. This hill will permit a pay
ment for temporary disability to a civilian employee of $116 
a month, and yet the gentleman well knows that the rating for 
temporary disability in the Veteran ' Bureau is $80 a month. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. 'Viii the gentleman yield for a question? 
1\lr. BLACK of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from Texa~. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. If I understand the bill ·correctly, this 

additional pay comes out of the fund that these employees 
pay in. 

1\Ir. BLACK of Texas. Not a cent of it in the world. If the 
employees contributed the fund, I would not make any ob
jection. 

It all comes out of the Treasury of the United States and is 
paid by the taxpayers and there is no contribution on the part 
of the employee for these disability benefits paid under the 
pron~:;ions of the employees' compensation act. If a farmer 
gets injured while following his very useful and necessary 
calling, he get~ no compensation at all, unless he happens to 
have accident insurance which lle has paid for out of his own 

hard-earned funds; whereas under the United States compensa
tion act, if a· rural letter tarrier, postal clerk, customhouse 
employee, or any other Government employee is injured, he 
gets fairly liberal compensation, even under present provisions 
of the act. 

Under this bill which we are now considering thec::e compensa
tion benefits will be increased by 75 per cent, and every cent 
of it will come out of the pockets of the taxpayers and none 
of it will come out of funds contributed by the Government 
employees. I am against it. 

Mr. VAILE. Will the gentleman indulge me? The compen
sation of veterans is doubled in certain cases. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I lmow. I would have no objection 
to a provision of that kind here. If you will write a pt•ovi
sion that affects only a comparatively few, I would be glad tu 
vote for it. I do not mind stating that when some representa
tives of the employees came to see me alJout it I stated to them 
that if they would have the bill amended to provide for special 
cases, I would be glad to vote for it. 
: Mr. VAILE. The whole argument of the gentleman is that 
we ought not to give these men enough because other men have 
not got enough. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The argument that I am making is 
that tl1e Congress of the United States has by affirmative vote 
said that $100 shall be pahl per month for permanent total dis
ability to disabled veterans of the 'Vorld 'Var, and for a tem
porary total disability $80 per month shall 1Je paid to such 
veterans. That is the law of the land; it has been the law 
for se>eral years. Not only that, but Congress has failed to 
put on the retired Jist, as provided by tile Fitzgerald bill and 
the Tyson bill emergency Army officers, aud many of them who 
were totally disabled are only drawing $100 per month. Now, 
I submit that if we are going into the business of increasing 
compensation above $100 we should first begin in favor of thm,;e 
who were totally disabled in the defense of the flag of our 
country. [Applause.] 

l'Ir. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I will yield to the gentlenui.n. 
Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman vote for all- legislation 

to increase the compensation for disabled veterans? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I can answer that by saying that I 

have supported most all legislation of that kind. I am not on 
the Veterans Committee, but I have been voting consistently in 
support of legislation that has been brought before the House 
for the benefit of disabled ex-service men. I think this bill we 
are now considering sbould be defeated, and therefore I shall 
vote against it. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

'l'he SPEAKER. 'l'he question is on the motion of tbe gen
. tleman from Pennsylyania to suspend the rules and pass the 
!Jill as amended. r 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
l\Ir. BLACK of Texas) there were--83 ayes and 27 noes. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote 
on the ground that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER Evidently there is no quorum present. 
The doors were closed, the Sergeant at Arms was directed 

to bring in absent ~1em1Jers, and the Clerk called the roll. 
The question 'vas taken ; and there were--yeas 310, nays 20, 

answered " present " 1, not voting 102, as follows : 

Ackerman 
Adkins 
Aldrich 
Allen 
Allgood 
Almon 
Andresen 
Andrew 
Appleby 
Arentz 
Arnold 
A swell 
Auf dcr Heide 
Ayrf'S 
Bacharach 
Bachmann 
Racon 
Bailey 
Barbour 
Berk 
needy 
Beers 
Hegg 
Berger 
m ack, N.Y. 
Bland 
Bloom 
Boies 
Rowles 
Bowling 
Bowman 
BOlC 

[Uoll No. 10] 
YEAS-310 

Boylan 
Brand, Ga. 
Brand, Ohio 
HriggH 
Brigham 
Britten 
Browne 
Browning 
Brumm 
Buchanan 
Bulwinkle 
Burtness 
Burton 
BusiJy 
Butler 
llyrnR 
Campbell 
Cannon 
Carpenter 
Caras 
Carter, Calif. 
Carter, Okla. 
Chalmers 
Chapman 
Chin<lblom 
Christopherson 
Clague 
Cochran 
Coin 
Collier 
Colton 
Connally, Tex. 

Connery 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corning 
Coyle 
Cri>:!p 
Crosser 
Crowtller 
Crumpacker 
Dalllngcr 
Darrow 
Davis 
Dempt>ey 
Denison 
Dickinson, Iowa. 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dough ton 
Dowell 
Drane 
Drewry 
Driver 
Dyer 
En ton 
.Edwards 
Elliott 
Ellis 
Engle bright 
Eslick 
Rstcrly 
l<Jvans 
lt'airchild 
Faust 
lfcnn 

Fish 
Fisher 
Fitzgeruld, Roy 0. 
Fitzgerald, W. T. 
l<'Jetcl.!et· 
lt'ort 
Foss 
Free 
l!'reeman 
French 
Frothingham 
l!'unk 
Furlow 
Gallivan 
Gambrill 
Gardner, Jnd. 
Garrett, ~·ex. 
Gasque 
Gibson 
Giffor·d 
Goodwin 
Gt·aham 
Green, Fla . 
Greenwood 
Griest 
Griffin 
Hadley 
Hall, N. Dak. 
HnmmcJI 
Hardy 
Hastings 
Haugen 
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Hawley 
Hayden 
Hersey 
Rill, Ala, 
Hill, Mu. 
IIill, Wash. 
Hogg 
Holaday 
Hooper 

- Houston 
Howard 
Huduleston 
Hudson 
Hudspeth 
Hull, Tenn. 
Hull, William E. 
Irwin 

_James 
Jenkins 
Johnson , S.Dak. 
J ohnsou, Tex. 
Johnson, Wash. 
Jones 
Kahn 
Kearns 
Keller 
Kemp 
Kerr 
Ketcham 
Kiefner 
Kincheloe 
Kopp 
Kvale 
La Guardia 
Lampert 
Lanham 
LRnkford 
Lazaro 
Lea, Calif. 
Leatherwood 
Lca>itt 
Lehlbach 
Letts 
Line !Jerger 
Linthicum 
Little 

Black, Tex. 
Blanton 
Cox 
Deal 
Dominick 

Lozier 
Luce 
Lyon 
McClintic 
McDuffie 
McKeown 
McLeod 
McReynolus 
McSweeney 
MncGregor 
Ma~ee, N.Y. 
MaJor 
:uanlove 
Mansfield 
Mapes . 
Martin, La. 
Martin, Mass. 
1\f f' D g"eA 
Michaelson 
:\!ichener 
!Ulller · 
Milligan 
Montague 
Moore, Ky. 
1\.foore, Ohio 
:MorPh ea d 

. Morgan 
Morrow 
Murplly 
Nelson, Me. 
Nelson, Mo. 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton, Minn. · 
Newton, Mo. · 
Norton 
O'Conn<>ll, N.Y. 
O'Connell, R. I. 
O'Connor, La.. 
Oldfield 
Oliver, Ala. 
Patterson 
Peavey 
Perkins 
Porter 
l'ou 
Prall 

Pratt 
Purnell 
Quin 
Ra~on 
Ramey 
Ramseyer 
Rathbone 
Rayburn 
Heece 
Reed, N.Y. 
Reid, Ill. 
Rollinson, Iowa 
Rohsion, Ky. 
Rogers 
Romjue 
Rouse 
Row bottom 
Rubey 
Rutherford 
Sanders, N.Y. 
flanders, Tex. 
Sandlin 
Schafer 
Schneider 
Scott 
Sears, Fla. 
Sears, Nebr • 
Seger 
Shreve 
Simmons 
Sinclair 
Sinuott 
Smith 
Smithwick 
Snell 
Sosnowski 
Speaks 
Spearing 
Sproul, Kans. 
Stalker 
Stol.Jbs 
Strother 
~ullivan 
Summers, Wash. 
Sumners, Tex. 
Swank 

NAYS-20 
Fulmer 
Garber 
Garner, Tex. 
Gilbert 
II arc 

ANSWERED 

Hoch 
Lowrey 
Mel! ill an 
McSwain 
Peery 

u PRESENT ,___:1 
Rankin 

NOT VOTING-102 

Sweet 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
1.'emp1e 
ThatchE!r 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thurston 
Tilson 
Timberlake 
1.'inkham 
Tolley 
Treadway 
~'t1cker 
Tydings 
Underwood 
Vaile 
Vestal 
Vincent, Mich. 
Vinson, Ga. 
Vinson, Ky. 
Voigt 
Walters 
Warren 
Wason 
Watres 
Watson 
Weaver 
Welch, Callt. 
Wheeler 

~~U:h~~ns. 
Williams, Tll. 
Williams, Tex. 
Williamson 
Wilson, La. 
Wllson, Miss. 
Winter 
Wolverton 
Woodruff 
Woodyard 
Wright 
Wurzbach 
Yates 

Shallenberger 
Steagall 
Stevenson 
Tincher 
Whittington 

Abemetlly Goluer McFadden Stephens 
Anthony OoldRborough McLaughlin, Ulch.Strong, Kans. 
Bankhead Gorman McLaughlin, Nebr. Strong, Pa. 
Barkley Green, Iowa :Madden Swartz 
Bell Hal<' Magee, Pa. Swing 
Bixler Hall, Inrl. Magrady Swoope 
Burdick Harrison :Mead Taber 
Caufield Hickey Merritt Taylor, N. J. 
Carew Hull. Morton D. MillR Taylor, W. Va. 
Celler .Tacobstein Montgomery 'l'illman 
-eteary Jeffers Mooney Underhill 
Collin !'I Johnson. Ill. Moore, Va. Updike 
Connolly, Pa. Johnson, Ind. Morin Upshaw 
Cooper, Ohio Johnson, Ky. O'Connor, N.Y. Vare 
Cramton Kelly Oliver, N.Y. Wainwright 
Cullen Kendall Parker -Wefald 
Curry Kiess Parks Weller 
Davenport Kindreu Perlman Wt'lsh, Pa. 
Davey King Phillips White, Me. 
Dickstein Kirk · Quayle Wingo • 
Douglass Knutson Hansley Wood 
Doyle Kunz Reed, Ark. Woodrum 
Frear Kurtz Sabnth Wyant 
l!'redericks Larsen Somers, N. Y. Zihlman 
Garrett, Tenn. Lee, Ga. Sproul, Ill. 
Glynn Lindsay Stedman 

So, two-thirds ha,ving voted in favor thereof, the rules were 
suspended and the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
-The Clerk announced the following pairs : · 
General pairs until further notice : 
:!\fr. Ma dden with Mr. Garrett of TenneRsee. 
Mr. Wood with l'llr . Douglass. 
"")Jr. !Stephens with Mr. Steadman. 
l\Ir. Underhill with Mr. Bankhead. 
l\1r. Mills with 1\Ir. Moore of Virginia. 
1\rr. Cramton with Mr. Carew. 
l\lr. IIall of Indiana witll Mr. Mooney. 
l\Ir. McFadden with Mr. Tillman. 
Mr. Connolly of Penns:-lvania with Mr. Harrlso.n. 
Mr. Merritt with Mr. Kunz. 
Mr. l\IcLaughlin of Michigan with Mr. Woodrum. 
Mr. Morin with Mr. Lindsay. 
l\lr. Johnson of Illinois with Mr. Davey. 
:!\.Ir. Strong of Pennsylvania with Mr. Mead. 
Mr. Kendall with Mr. Doyle. 
Mr. Anthony with Mr. Weller. 
l\[r. Wel sh of Pennsylvania with Mr. Cleary. 
Mr. Green o! Iowa with Mr. O'Connor of New Yo.rk. 
Mr. Vare with Mr. Bell. 
Mr. Phillips with 1\!r. Cullen. 
Mr. Swing with Mr. Parks. 
Mr. Taber with ~!r. Quayle. 
:llr. Kless with 1\Ir. llarklcy. 
Mr. Knutson with Mr. Wingo. 

Mr. Ra.nsley with Mr. Johnson of KentuckY. 
Mr. Curry with Mr. Larsen. · 
Mr. Wyant with Mr. Canfield. 
Mr. Burdick with Mr. Somers of New York. 
Mr. Davenport with Mr. Abernethy. · 
Mr. Hickey with Mr. Upshaw. 
Mr. King with Mr. Jeffers. 
1\Ir. Taylor of New Jersey with Mr. Oliver of New York. 
Mr. Swoope with Mr. Co.llins. 
1\Ir. Sproul of Illinois with Mr. Taylor of West Virginia. 
Mr. Kurtz with Mr. Dickstein. 
Mr. Wainwright with Mr. Reed of Arkansas. 
Mr. Cooper of Ohio with Mr. Sabnth. 
Mr. White of Maine with Mr. Kindred. 
Mr. Zihlman with Mr. Jacobstein. 
Mr. Glynn with Mr. Lee of Georgia. 
Mr. Parker with Mr. Goldsborough. 
Mr. Frear with 1\Ir. Celler. 
Mr. Johnson o! Indiana with Mr. Wefald. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS TO MAIMED VETERANS 

. Mr . . ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ·move to suspend the rules and 
pass· the bill (H. R. 13451) to increase the pensions of certain 
maimed veterans who have lost limbs or have been totally 
disabled in the same in line. of duty, in the military or naval 
service of the United States; and to amend section 4788 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States by increasing the rates 
tllerein for artificial limbs. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to sus
pend the rules and pass the bill H. R. 13451, which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., Tha:t from and after the approval of this act all 

persons now on the pension roll, and alL persons hereafter granted a 
pension, who while in the military or naval service of the United States, 
and in line of duty, shall have lost one hand or one toot, or have been 
totally disabled in the same, shall receive a pension at the rate of $80 
per month; that all persons who in like manner shall have lost an arm 
at or at any point above the elbow, or a leg at or at any point above 
the knee, or have been totally disabled in the same, shall receive a 
pension at the rate o! $90 per month. 

SEC. 2. That section 4788 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States is hereby amended to read as follows: -Every person entitled to 
the benefits of the preceding section may, if he so elects, receive, instead 
of such limb or apparatus, the money value thereof at the following 
rates, namely: For artificial legs, $125 : for arms, $100 ; for feet, $100 ; 
for apparatus for resection, $100 . . · 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a · second. 
Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr.· Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

a seconu be considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana is entitled to 

20 minutes and the gentleman from Ohio to 20 minutes. 
Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, this bill will apply to 1,097 

pensioners of the United States now on the rolls. It increases 
the pensions of the soldiers who shall have lost one hand or 
foot or have been totally disabled in the same by $15 a month. 
They ar·e now getting $65 a montli and this bill will give them 
$80 a month. It also increases the pension of those who haYe 
lost an arm at or any point aboye the elbow, or a leg at or 
any point above the knee, or hnve been totally disabled in the 
same, by $15 a month. They are now getting $75 a month and 
this new act will giYe them $90 a month. 

Section 2 of the bill amends section 4788 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, which was approved June 17, 
1870, and which provides for the furnishing to these ruaimed 
soldiers of artificial legs, arms-, feet, and apparatus for resec
tion. In all these cases the amount is increased $50 in order 
to meet the condition that now exists in regard to the cost of 
these various things. 

Mr. McSWAIN. From which committee does this report 
come? 

:Mr ELLIOTT. From the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr: McSWAIN. To what class of soldiers does the uill 

apply? 
l\Ir. ELLIOTT. It applies to any maimed soluier of any 

war. I think there are about four o:r five men, probaiJly, of the 
World War-that are drawing compensation under this ad. I 
do not know why. It applies principally to sold~ers of the 
Spanish War, the Civil War, and the Mexicau War. 

Mr. McSWAIN. And soluiers in the Regular Establishment? 
1\fr;. ELLIOTT. Yes; any soldier who was injured in this 

way. 
Mr. IRWIN. Are the World War veterans included in this? 
Mr. ELLIOTT. The World War veterans could be pensioned 

under this, but this does not amend the act unuer which they 
receive compensatidn for like injuries. Their act is more 
liberal than this. 
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1\lr. IRWIN. The blll says all soldiers on the pension rolls. 
Mr. ELLIOTT. They are not on the pension rolls. They are 

on the compensation rolls. 
Mr. IRWIN. They would !Je excluded? 
Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes. 1\ir. Speaker, I reserve the rcma~ndcr 

of my time. 
l\1r. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, I do not have any re

quests for time. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen

tleman from Indiana to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair, tw<>

thirds having >oted in favor thereof, the rules wet·e suspended 
and. the bill was passed. 

SURVEY OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS (H. DOC. NO. 651) 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a request 
for unanimous consent. On Saturday afternoon the Secretary 
of the Treasury and the Postmaster General sent to the Com
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the House of Rep
resentatives a report of the survey they had made throughout 
the country of the public buildings situation. This is a volumi
nous report and contains information that almost every Mem
ber of the House and the Senate needs and wants. I ask 
unanimous consent that this report be printed as a House 
d.ocurnen t. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent that tlJe report recently submitted by the Secre
tary of the Treasury in regard to tlJe public building situation 
!Je printed as a public document. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
CONSTRUCTION _\.T CERTAIN MILITABY POSTS 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend tlJe rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 15547) to authorize appt Jpriations for con
struction at military posts, and for otlJer purposes, which I 
send to the desk. · 

TlJe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves to 
suspend the rules and pass the !Jill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated 

not to exceed $3,680,000 from the net proceeds derived from the sale 
of surplus War Department real property, including the sale of surplus 
bulldings, deposited in the Treasury, as authorized by the act approved 
March 12, 1926 (Public, No. 45, 69th Cong.), and there is hereby au
thorized to be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the 
l"nited States not otherwit;e appropriated, the sum of $1,400,000, the 
total of said sums to be expended for the construction and instalhltion 
at military posts of such buildings and utililies and appurtenances 
thereto as in the judgment of the Secretary of War may be necessary, 
as follows: Schofield llarracks, hos}lital $260,000; Camp Lewis, Wash., 
hof!pital $128,000, officers' quarters $72,000, noncommissioned officers' 
quarters $30,000; Camp Devens, Mass., hospital $300,000; Fort 
Benning, Ga., !Javra<:ks $465,000, hospital $180,000 ; Fort Sam Houston, 
Tex., barracks $300,000 ; Fort Bragg, N. C., barracks $310,000, officers' 
quarters $72,000, noncommissioned officers' quarters $45,000 ; Camp 
Meade, Md., barracks $300,000; Selfridge Fil'ld, Mich., officers' quar
ters $72,000; Fort "'Ionmouth, N. · J., officers' quarters $72,000, non
-commissioned officers' quarters, $15,000 ; Fort Sill, Okla., officers' 
quarters $72,000; Fort Riley, Kans., officers' quarters $72,000; March 
Field, Calli., barracks $5!o0,000, officers' quarters $71>0,000 ; Kelly 
Field, Tex., barracks $400,000; Brookt~ Field, Tex., barracks $521,000 : 
Provided, That any unexpended balances or combined unexpended bal
ances or any of the ab<;>ve amounts ~hall be available interchangeably 
for appropriation on any of the hospitals, barracl;:s, or noncommissioned 
officerR' quarters herein authorized : And protridcd ftwther, That here
after no part of this appropriation or any appropr-iation hereafter made 
shall be expended for the construction of quarters for officers of the 
Army in the United States or its possessions, the total cost of which, 
including heating and plumbing apparatus, wiring, and fixtures, shall 
exceed in the case of an officer above the rank of captain, $14,500, and 
of an officer of and below the rank of captain, $12,u00. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? [After a pause.] 
No demand !Jeing made for a second, the question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from ~1ichigan to su~pend the rules 
and pass the !Jill. 

'l'he question was taken, and in the opinion of the Chair, two
third!:l lJaviug voted in favor thereof, the rules were SU$pended 
and the bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER. TlJe Clerk will resume the reading of tlJe 
!Jills on the Consent Calendar. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE 1\IISSISSIPPI RIVER AT QUINCY, ILL. 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 10014) grantiug the consent of Congress to the city 
of Quincy, State of Illinois, its successors and as~:~igns, to con-

struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across tlJe Mississippi 
River. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER I~ there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? [.After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby gt·anted 

to tile city of Quincy, State of Illinois, its successors and assigns, to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto 
across tile Missl~sippi River at a point suitable to the interests of 
na,·igation, between the city of Quincy, State of Illinois, and a point 
opposite in the State of Missouri, in accordance with the provisions of 
the Ret entitled "An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters," approved March 23, 1906, and subject to the con
ditions and limitations contained in tills act. 

Smc. 2. There is hereby couferred upon the city of Quincy, its su<.'
cessors and assigns, all such rights and powers to enter upon lauds 
and to acquire, condemn, occupy, possess, and use real estate and 
other property needed for the location, construction, operation, and 
maintenance of such bridge and its approaches as are possessed by 
railroad corporations for railroad purposes or by bridge corporations 
for uridge purposes in the State in which such real estate or other 
property is situated, upon making just compensation therefor, to be 
ascertained and paid according to the laws of such State, and the pro
ceedings therefor shall be the same as in the condemnation or expro
priation of property in such State. 

SEC. 3. The said city of Quincy, its successors and assigns, is hereby 
authorized to fix and charge tolls for transit over such bridge, and 
the rates of toll so fixed shall be the legal rates until changed by the 
Secretary of War under the authority contained in the act of March 
23, 190G. 

SEC. 4. In fixing the rates of toll to be charged for the use of 
such bridge the same shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund suf
ficient to pay for the cost of maintaining, repailing, and operating 
the bridge and its approaches, and to provide a sinking fund suf
ficient to amortize the cost of such bridge and its approaches as soon 
as possible unuer reasonable charges, but within a period of not to 
exceed 20 years ft·om the completion thereof. After a sinking fund 
sufficient to pay the cost of constructing the bridge and its approaches 
shall have been provided, such bridge sbnll thereafter be maintained 
and operated free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall thereafter be 
so adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed the amount nece~J

sary for the proper care, repair, maintenance, and operation of the 
bridge and its approaches. An accurate record of the cost of the 
bridge and its approaches, the expenditures for operating, repairing, and 
maintaining the same, and of the daily tolls collected shall be kept 
and shall be available for the information of all persons interested. 

SEc. ::>. The ri6ht to alter, amend, or repeal this act is herehy ex
pressly reserved. 

The !Jill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which tlJe bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER AT FL'LTON, ARK. 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 15530) to extend the time for the construction of a 
bridge across Red River at Fulton, Ark. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the pre~ent comddera

tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it t·naoted, etc., That the time for beginning and completing the 

construction of the bridge authorized by the " act granting the consent 
of Congress to the State Highway Commission of Arkansas to con
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge acrot~s Ued River near Fulton, 
At·k.," appt·oved February 4, 19!!G, itl hereby extended one year and 
three years, respectively, from the date of the approval hereof. 

The bill was ordered to !Je engrossed and read the third 
time, was read tlJe third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote !Jy which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
LOAN Ol!' COTS, BLANKETS, ETC., TO TilE VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF 

TIIE VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS ENCAMPMENT 

TlJe next business on the Consent Calendar was the joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 318) to authorize the Secretary or War 
to lend tentage, cots, and blankets for the use of the Virginia 
Department of the Veterans of Foreign 'Wars at its annual 
encampment, June, 1927. 

The Clerk read tlJe title of the joint resolution. 
'l'he SPEAKIDU. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the resolution! [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, ~nd he is hereby, author

ized to lend, at his discretion, to the Tburbert Conklin Post No. 1177 
of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States, of Purcellville, 

_ Va., for use in connection with the annual encampment of the Virginia 
Department of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States, to 
be held at Purcellville, Va., on or about J'une 27, 28, and 29, 1927, 
30 tents, of size and pattern available, and 100 cots and 100 blankets: 
Provided, That no expense shall be caused the United States by the 
delivery and return of said property, the same to be delivered at such 
time piior to the holding of the said encampment as may be agreed 

-upon- by the Secretary of War and Richard D. Dear, post commanuer: 
Pr-ovided further, That the Secretary of War, before delivering said 
property, shall take from said Richard D. Dear a good and sufficient 
bond for the safe return of said property in good order and condition, 
and the whole without expense to the United States. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution 
was passed was laid on the table. 

PURCHASE OF LAND FOR CAMP MARFA, TEX. 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 11321) for the purchase of land for usc in connection 
with Camp Marfa, Tex. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
'l'he SPEAKIDR. Is there objection to the present considera" 

tion of this . bill? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. l\.1r. Speaker, J,:eserving the right to ob

ject, I notice that the report says the lease provides for aJmual 
1·entals until 1920, ne:;t year, for 21lh acres and until 2018 for 
426~-'2 acres. Now, will this purchase the 448 acres or just the 
21¥2 acres? 

Mr. WURZBACH. It provides for 448 acres. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. 'Vill the gentleman accept an amend

ment in line 6 and say not less than 448 acres, because there 
seems to be some confusion?· 

Mr. HUDSPETH. It is contemplated to purchase 448 acres. 
But it may not be necessary to purchase the entire amount, so 
I suggest that the gentleman would not want to offer that 
.amendment. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What we \Yant to make clear -for the 
record is that the $27,000 is not only for the 211h acres of land, 
the lease of .which expires next ·;ear, but--

Mr. HUDSPETH. But I will say to the gentleman from 
-New York it is to purchase 448 acres, as stated by General 
Cheatham in his statement. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA... Tlle lease on the 42Glh acres does not 
expire until 2018. If the bill makes it clear now, of <.:ourse I 
-will not insist on my amendment. 

:Mr. WURZBACH. The gentleman will note that this pur
chase will save $2,400 a year in rent. 

Mr. LA.GUARDIA. That is what you stop if you got the 
448 acres? 

Mr. WURZBACH. Absolutely; and the Government will · 
save that $2,400 a year at least. 

1\fr. LAGUARDIA. Is this the understanding of the chair
man of the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. JAMES. Yes. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. M1·. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

substitute the bill S. 3992, an identical bill, which is now on the · 
calendar. · 

TllC SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to suiJstitute the bill S. 3992 for the bill II. R. 11321. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. · 
The Clerk will report the hill. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
)Je it enacted, etc., That a. sum not to exceed $!:?7,000 is hereby au- : 

thorized to be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not i 
otl.Jcrwise appropriated, for the acquisition of the fee title to land in ! 
the vicinity of and in connection with the present military rcscrv;ttion 1 

at Camp Marfa, Tex., and the Secretary -of War is hereby empowered : 
·anu authorized to acquire said lund either by purchase or condemna- · 
tion. 

The bill was ·ordered to be rend the tbird time, was read the 
third time, and 11aRsed. • 
· A motion to reconsider the vote by which tlle bill was passed : 
was laid on the taiJle. A similar House bill (H. R. 11321) was · 

,laid on the table. 
REVISION AND PRI:NTING OF INDEX TO FEDERAL STATuTES 

The next busincAs on the Consent Calendar w~s · the : bill 
(H. R. 0173) providing for the re·\ision and printing of the in· : 
tlex to the Federal Statutes. · 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Tl1e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considel'· 
ation of tlle bill? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Librarian of Congress is hereby author· 
ized and directed to have tbe index to the Federal Statutes, publi shed 
in 1908 and known as the Scott and Beaman Index, revised and CX· 

tended to include the acts of Congress down to and including the acts 
of the Sixty-ninth Congress, and to have the revised index printed at 
the Government Printing Office. 

SEc. 2. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated for . carr;\· ing 
out the provisions of this act the sum of $25,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

The SPEAKER. The question 1:::; on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engros:::;ed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the >ote whereby the bill was pus;-;ed 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

BIENNIAL INDEX TO STATE LEGISLATION 

The next business on the Com;ent Calendar was the hill 
(H. R. 9174) providing for the preparation of a biennial index 
to State legislation. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER Is there objection to the pre-Rent considera" 

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
'l'llc SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk rend as follows : 
Be it enacted, eto., That tlle Librarian of Congress is hereby author· 

ized and directed to prepare anu to report to Congress biennially an 
index to the legislation of the States of the United States enacted dur
ing the biennium .. 

SEc. 2. There is hereby authorized to bo appro1)riuteu annually for 
carrying out the provisions of this act the sum of $2Ci,OOO, to remain 
available until expenueu. 

~1r. JJAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ~~c-e by the report that it 
is anticipated that the cost of printing is defrayed by the Hflle 
of the index. 'Yhile thi:'l work sl10nld be done, there will be 
no such demand for it as to bring in the amount which the 
printing and compiling of this index would cost, which is 
$25,000 a year. I do not su]lpose there will be a demancl for 
more than a thousand Cl)pjes a year. That would not be any
thing like the amount appropriated here, whereas the report 
might gi>c that impression, that thiA is a paying proposition. 

l\Ir. LUCE.' Ha>ing appeared in behalf of this bill beftlre 
the Committee on the Judiciary, I may attempt to answer the 
question, although I am not on the committee itself. The de
mand for this index comes from lawyers, from writers, from 
llepartments of political science, from the large public libraries 
over the country, from the legislative reference bureaus, from 
the law libraries, as well as from the libraries now maintained 
by the research departments of the large corporations. Per
haps the gentleman from New York does not realize how large 
a factor that la~t possibility is. There arc now many great 
business concerns in the country which maintain at much ex
pense organizations for profiting by pertinent information of 
every kind. It is undoubtedly through their support that :;uch 
a publication as the United States Daily can be maintaineL1. 
1 would not, of course, say that there is any certainty that this 
will cost the Government nothing, but the feeling of the 
librarians of the country and of those who work in this field is 
that it is desirable to have a work of such importance doue in 
any case. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I ap1werinte the great importance of the 
work, but I put the HOU$C on notice that it will probably not 
be self-sliRtaining. However, I shall not vote against the bill. 

1\lr. BLACK of Texas. l\Jr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
from l\Inssachusetts [1\lr. LuaE] give us information as to 
whetl1er this work provided for in the bill just passed will be 
a duvlicate of what is to be done under the bill revising the 
statutes? If I recall correctly, when the bill recently pas:;;;ed 
the House authorizing a revision of the statutes it also author-
ized a complete index of the statutes. . 

Mr. LUCE. 1\fr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas is 
addressing his remarks to the wrong IJill, . 

l\Ir. BLACK of Texas. I am addressing my remarks to the 
prior uill. 

Mr. LUCJD. I bad no share in that bill. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. 1\lr. Speaker, can the gentleman from 

l\1aine [~r .. HERSEY] give us some info_rmation on that? 
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Mr. HERSEY. There will be no duplication, I can say to • 

the gentleman. He will rememb_er that the bill under CQnsid
eration now is the biennial index of legislation, which could 
not possibly be of much belp to them. . 

The SPliJAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third rending of the bill. _ 

Tbe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and pas~ed. . 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
BRIDGE ACROSS ARCHER'S CREEK IN SOUTH CAROLINA 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 12852) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to accept 
on behalf of the United States title in fee sfmple to a certain 
strip ·of land and the construction of a bridge across Archers 
Creek iu South Carolina. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? · 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Tbe Clerk will report tbe bill. 
The . Clerk . read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby author

ized to accept on behalf of the United States, free from encumbrances 
and without cost to the United States, the title in fee simple to the 
following described parcel of lanu, to be used as right of way for a 

·road from Jericho Point to the Marine Corps reservation on _Parris 
r"sland, S. C. : Starting at a point on the north bank 'of .Archers Creek, 
north 64 degrees, 29 minutes . west, 6,563 teet from monument No. 31 
at the marine barracks, Parris Island, S. C., thence ·north, 13 degrees, 
40 minutes west, 4,601) feet to a point at the mean high water line 
near Jericho Point; thence north, 87 degrees, 39 minutes east; 204 
feet to a point also at the mean high water line near Jericho Point; 
thence · south, 13 degrees and 40 minute!~ east, 4,565 feet to a point 
on the north bank of Archers Creek; thence s<>uth 76 degrees and 20 
minutes west, 200 feet to the point of beginning. 

SEc. 2. That the Secretary of the Nav-y is further authorized and 
directed to cause to be constructed, in accordance with the · provislons 
of the act entitled ".An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters," approved March 23, 1006 (34 Stat., p. 84), a steel 
bridge across .Archers Creek in Beaufort County, State of South Caro· 
lina, to connect the Marine Corps reservation on Parris Island with 
Port Ro;ral _ Island to Jericho Point, in said county, at a cost to the 
Government of the United States not to exceed $30,000, which sum, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby authorized to be appro
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
uefray the expense and cost of constructing said bridge. 

8Ec. 3. The Secretary of the Navy is further authorized to execute 
on behalf of the United States a 11 instruments necessary to accomplish 
the purposes aforesaid. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

GRANTING OF CER'l'AIN LANDS TO BOUNTIFUL, UTAH 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. H. 13212) granting certain lands to tile city of Bountiful, 
Utah, to protect the watershed of the water-supply system of 
~:;aid city. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is tbere objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That upon payment of $1.25 per acre there is 

hereby granted to the city of Bountiful, Utah, and the Secretary of 
the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to issue patent to the 
city of Bountiful, Utah, for certain public lands for the protection 
of the watershed furnishing the water for said city, the lands being 
describeu as follows : .All of section 24, township 2 north, range 1 
east. Salt Lake meridian, and containing approximately 640 acres, 
more or less. 

SJ·~c. 2. The conveyance hereby authorized shall not include any 
lands which at the date of the issuance of patent shall be covered 
by a valid existing bona fide right <>r claim initiated under the laws 
of the United States: Pt•ovided, That there shall be- reserved to the 

· Un1ted States all on; coal, and other mineral deposits that may be 
found on the lands so granted and the right to proE~pect for, mine, and' 

remove the same: Provid-ed furt11e1·, . That said city shalt not have 
the right to sell or convey the land herein granted, or any part 
thereof, or to devote the same to .any other purpose than as herein· 
before described ; and if the said land shall not be used for such 
municipal purpose the same, or such parts thereof not so used, shall 
revert to the United States. 'l"he conditions and reservations herein 
provided for shall be expressed in the patent. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment. and 
third reading of the bill, · 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read tbe third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
POS~FFICE SITE AT TAMAQUA, PA. 

The next busineRs on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 15016) to authorize the purchase of n post-office site at 
'l'amaqua, Pa., subject to mineral reservations. 

The Clerk ·read the title of the bill. . 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
T~ere was ~o . objection. . _ , 
The Clerk read the bill, as _fo_llows: . , 
Be it enacted, etc., That in carrying· into effect existing legislation 

providing for the purchase of a site and the -erection of a post-office 
butlding at Tamaqua, Pa., the Seeretary of the Treasury fs -hereby 
authorized to accept a title subject to the reservatlo·11 of mineral rights. 

The bill wa13 oi·dered to be engrossed· and read a third · time, 
was read the third time, and passed. . ' 

A motion to reconsider· the vote 'whereby the bill wns passed 
was laid on the table. 

SUBTREASURY BUILDING AND SITE IN SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF. 

The next bUsiness on the Consent Calendar. was the hill 
(H. R. 14925) authorizing the sale of the r;,ew - sul.itreasur·y 
building and site in San Francisco, Calif. 

The ClE-rk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the pre~ent considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enaotecl, etc., That the Secretary of the •.rreasury be, and nc 

is hereby, authorized and empowt>red, in his discretion, to sell the new 
subtreasury building and site, San Francisco, Calif., at such time and 
upon such terms as he may deem -to be to the best interests of the 
United State!'!, and to convey such property to the purchaser thereof by 
the usual quitclaim deed ; the proceeds of said sale to be covered into 
the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts. 

'l'he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

HELIUM GAB 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was t11e bill (H. R. 
15344) to amend the act entitled "An act authorizing the con
servation, production, and exploitation of helium gas, a mineral 
resource pertaining to the national defense, -and . to the develop
ment of commercial aeronautics, and. for .other purposes." . 

-'l'he Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of tbe bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it etzacted, eto., That the act entitled "An act authorizing the 

conservation, production, aud exploitation of helium gas, a mineral 
resoui·ce 'pertainlJig to the national defense, and to the development 
of commercial aeronautics, and for other purposes,'' approved March 3, 
1925, be, and it is hercl>y, amended to read as follows: . 

"SECTION 1. That !or the put:pose of producing helium with which 
to supply the needs or the- Army and Navy and other branches of the 
Federal Government, the · Secretary of Commerce is hereby authorized 
to acquire land or i.Qterest in land by pur~hase, lease, or condemnation, 
where necessary, when helium _en~ not be .. Il~rchased fro.m private parties 
at less cost, to explore for, procure, or conserve helium-bearing gas; 
to drill or otherwise test s~ch lands; and to construct plants, pipe 
lines, facilities, and accessories for .the production, storage, and re
puritlcatlon of helium: Provided, That any known bellum-gas bearing 
land on the public domain not covered at the time by leases or permits 
under the act of February 25, 1920, entitled '.An act to promote tbe 
mining of coal, phosphate, oil, oil shale, gas, and sodium orf the public 
domain,' ·may · be- reserved fot• the purposes of this act; and that the 
United. States reserves the ownership and the right to extract, under 
such rules and regulations as shall be prescribed ·by · the Secretary of 
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the Interior, ·helium· from . all gas produced from lands so permitted, 
leased, or otherwise granted for development. 

. " SEC. 2. That the Bureau of Mines, acting under the direction of 
the Secretary of· Commerce, is authorized to maintain and operq.te 
helium production and repurification plants, together with facilities 
and accessories thereto ; to !'tore and care for helium ; to conduct ex
ploration for and production of helium on and from the lands acquired 
or set aside under this act; to conduct experimentation and research 

- for the purpose of discovering helium supplies and improving processes 
apd methods of helium production, repuri.fication, storage, and utiliza
tion. 

"SEC. 3. That all Government . plants operated by the Government 
- or under lease or contract with it for the prouuction of helium shall be 

- under the jurisdiction of the Bureau of Mines: Provided, That the 
Army and Navy and other branches of the Federal service requiring 
helium may requisition it from the said bureau and make payment 
therefor from any applicable appropriation at" actual cost of said 
helium to the United States, tncludir1g all expenses connected there
with: Provided further, That any surplus helium produced may, until 
needed for Government use, be leased to. American citizens or ·American 
corporations under regulations approved by the President: and pro
'1-'ided further, That. even though no surplus exists, heliu·m may be fur
nished to aid scientific and commercial development upon approval of 
the Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, and the Secretary 
of Commerce, and under regulations approved by the President: A.1~ 
prot•ided further; That all moneys recei-ved from the sale or leasing 
of helium shall be credited to a helium-production account and shall 
be and remain available for the purposes of this section; and that 
a~y gas belonging to the United States, after the extraction of helium 
or any by-product not needed for Government . use, shall be· sold i and 
the proceeds of such sales in excess of the cost of said gas or by-product 
shall be deposited in the Treasury to the credit of miscellaneous 
receipts. · ·' · 

" SEc. 4. That hereafter no · helium gas shall be exporteti from the 
United States, or from its possessions, until after application for such 
exportation has been made to the Secretary of Commerce and per
mission for said exportation has been obtained from the President of 
the United States, on the joint recommendation of the Secretary of 
War, the Secretary of the Navy, and the Secretary of Commerce. That 
any person violating any of the provisions of this section shall be 
guilty o·r a misdemeanor and shall be punished by a fine of not more 
than $15,000 or by impl'isonment of ·not more than one year, or· by both 
such fine and imprisonment, and the Federal co~rts of the United 
S_tates are hereby granted jurisdiction to try and determine all Q.UI!s
Uons arising under this section. 

"SEC. 5. The Army and Navy may each designate an officer to co
operate with the Department of Commerce in currying out the pur
poses of this act, and shall have complete right of access to plants, 
data , and accounts." 

'Vith the following committee amendments : 
On page 3, line 17, strike out the words u..4.n4 provided" and insert 

in lieu thereof the word 11 Provided." 
On page 3, line 18, after the word " helium," insert the words " in 

an amount not to exceed 5,000 cubic feet in any one year." 
Page 3, line ~o. strike out the word " furnished " aud insert in lieu 

thereof the words " leased or sold.'' 

- 'l'he committee amendments ·were agreed to . . 
-The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and vassed. 
· A motion to reconsider the · vote whereby the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
LONGEYITY PAY BILL 

The SPEAKER. The House th is morning passed ;what was 
known as the longevity pay bill, a Senate bill. Without objec
tion, the Chair will lay on the table a similar House· bill. 
' 1\fr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, there was one difference 

between the House bill and the Senate bill. The Senate bill 
prodded a limitation ·of 20" per cent on attorneys' fees, while the 
House bill provided a limitation of- 10 per cent. I do not know 
wbether that would be a difference substantial enough to · pre
v_ent the laying of the House bill on the table? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not think so. The Chii.ir 
thinks it would be proper to lay the House bill on the table 
without objection. Is there· objection? 

There was no objection. 
B"~JCKEYE TARGET RANGE, ARIZ. 

The next busin·e·ss on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 12797) to authorize the sale of the Buckeye Target · 
R:tnge, Ariz. . . . · · - · · · 

The-Clerk read the title of .the bill. 
, The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the .. present considera

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 

LXVIII-114 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it en~ted, -etc., That t~e Secr~t~ry of .War is hereby authorized 

and directed to sell the Buckeye Target Range, consisting of the east 
half of secti_on 30 and the southeast· quarter of section 19, township 
1 north, range 3 ' west, Gila and Salt River base and Meridian, Ariz., 
and . to dispose o.f the proceeds _of such sale, as is prov:ided by the act 
of Congress, approved May 12, 1{)17 (40 Stat. L. p. 07), providing for 
the sale of target ranges acquire~ by pur<:ha~e : Prov ided, That said 
land shall be sold at public sale after such advertisement and urider 
such regulations as the Secretary of War may prescribe. 

The bill w.as order~d to be engr~~ed and read a third time, 
was re,ad the third time, and passed. 
, A . motio:Q to reconsider . the vote wherehy the bill was P,assed 

was laid on the table. . . · . 
DONATION OF BRASS CANNON TO ·.11HE WAYNE COUNTY COUNCil. OF 

'l'HE VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS, DETROIT, MICH. 

The next business on the Consent ··Calendar was the bill 
(H: R. 1130) imthoi'izing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the 'Vayue County Council of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, of 
Detroit, State of Michigan, two brass cannons or fle1d pieces. 

The Clerk read the titre Of the' bilL · · ·· · 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. · 
-The Glerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enMted, etc., That the War Department be authorized through 

its Chief of Ordnance to issue nnd donate two obsolete brass cannons, 
from the supply available for such donation, to the Wayne County 
Council of the Vetet'ans of Foreign Wars, General Motors Bullding, 
Detroit, Mich. 

The bill was ordered tQ be engrossed and read a third time, 
was. read the third time, a,nd passed. 
. A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
'l'he title was amended to rea,d as follows: "A bill authorizing 

the Secretary of War to donate to the 'Vayne County Council 
of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, of Detroit, State of Michigan, 
two obsolete brass cannons." 

UNIVERSITY OF UTAH 

The next busineRS on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 13050) releasing and granting to the State· of Utah arid 
the Univernity of Utah any and all reversionar~· rights of the 
United States in and to the grounds now occupied as a campus 
by the University of Utal1. ' 

The Clerk r'ead tlie title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? : • 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, eto., That any and all reversionary right, title, or 

interest which the United States no.w has in and to the land occupied 
by the University of Utah as a campus and more particularly described 
as follows: 

Commencing on the west boundary line of the Fort Douglas Military 
Reservation at a point where it is intersected by the north line of 
Fourth South Street in Salt Lake City, Utah Territory, and running 
thence north on said line 136 rods, mo.re or .less, to a point where t'he 
south line of First South Street, in said city, according to the plat 
thereof. intersects the said boundary line ; thence running east 70 r~ 1s 

rods; tllence south parallel with said west boundary line 136 rods. 
more ·o·r less, to a point due east of the point of beginning; thence 
running west 70/~"w rods to the point of beginning, containing 60 
acres, for a site and campus fot· the University of Utah, and upon the 
condition that such tract shall be occupied by the said university within 
five years after the passage of this act, and perpetually thereafter ; 
and in case it is not so occupied and useu it shall revert to the United 
States . 

Also the following-described land lying within the Fort Douglas 
Military Reservation and adjacent to the site of said university in the 
State of Utah, namely: Beginning at a point of intersection of the wast 
boundary line of Fort Douglas Reservation and north boundary line 
of Fourth South Street of Salt Lake City, which point is 10.23 .rods 
efls1; and .192.14 rods south of the northeast corner of section 5, town
ship 1 south, range 1 east, Salt Lake meridian, and which marks the 
southwest corner of the present campus of the University of Utah, 
and running thence south 48 rocls, · thence east 80 rods, thence north 
184 rods to the intersection of the prolongation of the north boundary 
of the campus of the University of Utah, thence west 9.4 rods to the 
northeast cornet· of the unive.rsity campus, thence south 130 rods along 
the east boundary of · the campus to the southeast corner of same ; 
thence west 70.0 rods to point of beginning; and any and all right, 
title, or interest which the ~United States may . hereafter acquire 1n or · 
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to any of said lands herein described, or any part thereof, by virtue 
of the failure of the State of Utah or the University or Utah to occupy 
and improve said land and maintain the same for university purposes 
and not otherwise, or in cas~ said State of Utah or the University of 
Utah should abandon said land for university purposes, be, and the 
same hereby are, released and granted to and >ested in the State of 
Utah and the Uni>ersity of Utah, . and this act shall be deemed a 
conveyance in fee simple to the land herein described: Pt·ovided, That 
the grant of said land shall in no manner carry with it any right or 
u ·uc in or to any portion of the waters of the Red Butte Canyon Creek: 
Ana provided further, That there is reserved to the United States the 
perpetual right to maintain, alter, rebuild, and enlarge the sewer which 
runs from the Fort Douglas military post across saicl tract of land, 
or to construct and maintain a new sewer system across the same, 
should it be desirable so to do. 

With the following committee amendments: 
On page 1, line 6, strike out all after the word " described" down 

to and including the word "purposes" in line 17, page 3, anll insert: 
"In the acts of Congress granting same, dated, respectively, .July 

23, 1894 (28 U. S. Stat. p, 117), and May 16, 1906 (34 U. S. Stat. 
p. 195)." 

Page 3, line 23, after the word "simple," strike out the words "to 
the iand herein described " and insert in lieu thereof the words " of 
the said land." . 

Page 3, Une 25, after the word " any," insert the word " interest. ·• 
Page 4, line 7, after the word "be," insert the words "or become." 

·The committee amendments were agr~ to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and J.'ead a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
BOUKDABIEB OF BLACK IIILLS .AND HABl'iE'Y FORESTS 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
'(H. R. 5991) authorizing the adjustment of the boundar~es of 
the Black Hills and Harney Forests, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That any lands within 5 miles of the exterior 

boundaries of the Black Ilills National or Harney National Forest 
not in Government ownership, which are found by the Secretary of 
Agriculture to be chiefly valuable for national forest purposes, may be 
o!Ierc<l and title ther to accepted in exchange for nutional forest land 
or timber in the Black Hills National or Ilarncy National Forest, 
under and in accordance with the provisions of the act of March 20, 
1922, Public 173, and the acts amendatory thereto. . Lands conveyed 
to the United Stntes under this act shall upon acceptance of title 
become parts of the adjacent national forest. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed anu reau a third time, 
was read the third time, nnu passe<.!. 

A motion to re<.!onsider the Yote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

INTERNATIO~AL .TRADE EXIIIBITION 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 12931) to provide for maintaining, promoting, and 
a<l.vertising the International Trade Exhibition. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of providing the corporation 

known as the International Trade Exhibition with funds for usc in 
IlUlintaining, promoting, and ad>ertisiug the permanent trade exposi
tion at New Orleans, La., inaugurated on September 15, 1925, there is 
herepy authorized to be appropriated a sum not in excess of $1GO,OOO. 
Such sum when appropriated may be expended for such purposes by the 
corpora tiou. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a tbird time, 
"·as read tile third time, and passed. 

· A motion to reconsider the vote by which tile bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

CONSTRUCTION AT CERTAIN MILITARY POSTS 

:Mr. HILL of :Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to extend my remarks on the bill (H. R. 1u547) which has 
ju t been passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Th~rc was no objection. 

1\Ir. HILL of Maryland. :Mr. Speaker, we have just passed, 
under suspension of the rules, House bill 15547, a bill to author
ize appropriations for construction at military posts and for 
other purposes. This bill authorizes the appropriation at Camp 
Meade, 1\Id., of $300,000 for barracks. This appropriation is in 
addition to the· $410,000 for barracks at Camp Meade, author
ized and appropriated in the last session of this Congress. The 
$710,000 so appropriated or authorized is to come out of the 
permanent military posts con~truction fund, created by the 
Wadsworth-Hill Act, approved March 12, 1926 (Public, 45th
GOth Cong. ) . 

The authorization bill which the House just passed is the 
second step in tile coordination of military posts throughout the 
United States to correspond to the present corps-area defense 
system provided by the national defense act. It is alf:lo the 
second step in the Yery needed housing of the Army. 

Several years ago there was considerable apprehension in 
1\faryland lest Camp 1\Ieade be discontinue(} as Third Corps 
mobilization and training center. I recollect very well several 
years ago that a delegation of business men from Baltimore 
came to Washington upon this question. The day they arrh·ed 
we were holding hearings before a joint subcommittee of the 
Senate and House Military Affairs Committees on the Wads
worth-Hill bill relating to Army posts and so to the future of 
Camp 1\feade. I recollect I was not able to go to the meeting 
here of the business men from Baltimore ; but while they were 
holding such meeting, in answer to my question before the 
subcommittee, the Secretary . of War ·stated that 'it was pro
posed to retain and develop Camp Meade. The situation as to 
Camp l\feade is fully set forth in the following extract from 
the report from the Committee on :Military Affairs, submitted 
with the bill we have just passed, and it is as follows: 

Camp !\!cade, 1\[d. (Infantry btigade station) : Three hundred thou
sand dollars for barracks to bouse one battalion of Infantry. Four 
bunllred and ten thousand dollars was appropriated during the first 
session of the Sixty-ninth Congress for barracks for the Seventeenth 
'l'ank Battalion of 512 men. The entire garrison is occupying tempo
rary war-time frame buildings. It is planned to provide accommoda
tions for 2,UGG enlisted men and 152 officers. 

The enlistell men scheduled to occupy the new barraclts at Camp 
Meauc arc now stationed at Forts Howard, Washington, and Eustis. 
War Department plans contemplate the sale of Forts Washington and 
Howard, and it is therefore necessary to proceed with the construction 
of the barracks at Meade in order that those posts may be vacated. At 
the. present time' the troops from these forts have to make a journey 
every year to Camp Meade for their own instruction and for training of 
the ci>ilian components or the '.rbird Corps Area, resulting in unneces
sary cost for transportation anll the upkeep of two separate places. 

I call attention to this mutter not merely becam;e of my inter
est in Camp 1\Ieade, but beeau. e of the fact that the 'develop
ment of Camp l\fcade means the abandonment of small and very 
expensive poHts, in accordance with the recommendations of 
every Chief of Staff of the Army for the past 40 years. 

The old frontier posts that existed in different part'3 of the 
United States are not appropriate for tile defense system nncler 
the national defense net. Troops should be in J}osts of sufficient 
size to provide not only for their own txaining but for the train
ing of the National Guard and the Organized Reserve. Our 
military and naval establishments are insurance against war, 
nnd they should be the best that we possibly can maintain. 
EJyentually Camp 1\Ieade, the retention of which as Third Corps 
Area mobilization center has been made certain by the above 
appropriations, amounting to $710,000, will be developed as the 
most important Army post in the vicinity of the National 
Oapital. By reason of its location, its railroad facilities, its 
nenrncss to water tram;portation, and for various other reasons, 
it is the best possible site for such an Army post. 

FARM SURPLUS CONTROL BILL 

Mr. 1\IcSW AIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that I be permitted to 
extend my reninrks in the RFCORD on the l>ill n. R. 1G250, a 
bill introduced by myself, to· regulate interstate and foreign 
commerce. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. l\IcSW AIN. 1\lr. ::3pealrer, under leave to extend remarks 

on H. R. 16250, I append letter to me from. Mr. Alfretl Sc 11'
borough, general manager of South Carolina Cotton Growers' 
Cooperative Association of Columbia, S. C. 
Hon . .Ton~ .T. MCSWAIN, 

House of Representatives, Wasll..ington, D. 0. 
DEAR CoNGRESSliAN: The board of directors of the South Carolina 

Cotton Growers' Cooperative Assoclntion, at their last meeting held on 
December 2!?, 1926, unanimously went on record requesting that each 
Senator and Congressman be requested to vote at this session of Con
gress for a wny by which unpreventable surpluses may be taken off the 



1927 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 1809 
market and not permitted to depress the price of the entire crop below 
the cost of production: At this time they had in mind most particularly 
tlle McNary _bill, and are entirely in favor of Hs passage at the earliest 
posc:~illle moment during this session of Congress, with only such amend
ments or variations as might be made if deemed necessary, but at the 
same time makirig sure that if any changes are made that they be only 
in so far as will not hinder in the passage at this time of this bill. 

No cooperative can afford to burden its members with the entire cost 
and risk of borrowing money to buy a seasonal surplus and carry it 
over to other years, nor can a cooperative afford to borrow money tor 
marketing purposes and place a charge upon all commodities to be 
handled by them over a long period of years to cover losses and costs 
incuned in buying and handling the surplus for the benefit of all pro
ducers of a given commodity. Farm~rs would not join a cooperative 
which bad mortgaged its future 1n any such manner. · 

While there is need for an improvement of Government credit agen
cies which serve agriculture, no effective or permanent relief can be 
secured- from - the _ conditioru; which now depress agriculture by nove} 
and extraordinary credit extension, but such relief will come only 
through the extension and strengthening of cooperative marketing and 
the establishment by appropriate legislation of agencies and methods 
for dealing effectively with th e surplus problem. 

We therefore respectfully petition you to do all you can to aid in 
the pl\e:sage at this session of Congress legislation which will create a 
Federal farm board, with whose cooperation surpluses can be effectively 
handled by cooperative agencies created by farmers and distribute the 
cost of managing such surpluses as broadly as the resultant benefits are 
d.istributed ; that is, over each marketed unit of a particular commodity 
through an equalization fee. 

We feel tbat production has been stressed in agriculture and that the 
farmer has become proficient in this phase of his business, but that 
marketing which should have along with his financing been developed 
_contemporaneously with the production has been largely ignored, and 
that marketing is basic to both successful or profitable production and 
to sound finance. - The result has been disastrous to the farmer, because 
he has been taught to grow two blades of grass before he had an 
appropriate means of marketing and distribution for the one blade 
which he formerly grew. His economic status is therefore en
tirely unsoUlld and the results have brought great disaster to him. He 
feels the absolute necessity of having this situation balanced out, in 
order that he may have a means of paying back the great indebtedness 
that he finds himself in the midst of and placed on a parity with the 
other lines of endeavor that have received legislation appropriate to 
tllcir needs. In a~:iking for the type legislation that is being requested, 
he would not be receiving anything in excess of that which has already 
been granted in one form or another to our railroads, our banks through 
the Federal reserve act, our laborers through tile immigration laws, and 
certain phases of legislation which have had to do greatly with the 
interest of manufacturing. 

It is essential to get tl.le selling of the product into the bands of 
the man that produces it through organization around modern busi
nese:like marketing and cooperative marketing should be as thoroughly 
established in the economic structure for the farmers as are. certain 
particular institutions establi~hed in the economic structure in accord 
with the need of our urban people. The surplus problem is of great 
interest to the consuming public, as weJI as to the farmer in tllc first 
instance, because of the numerousness of the class of farmer and the 
varying degree of intelligence among them ; because of the difficulty of 
r egulating the .proper supply to conform with the prospective demand 
and because of the very nature of the. business, in that the only way 
that he can try to regulate the supply is by a decrease in acreage, 
which does not necessarily mean a reduction in the supply because of 
the fact that with a reduced a-creage with favorable seasonal condi
tions and nominal damage from insect sources he may on the reduced 
acreage raise a surplus of the crop planted. Too, it is serious for the 
farmer, in that he has but a one-time turnover during the year from 
any one particular crop and his cycle extends over a two-year period. 
The consuming public is vastly interested in being sure that the.re is 
an adequate supply at all times in existence of every necessary com
moillty. They would rather see a reasonable businesslike means of 
handling a ~urplus problem accomplished than to take chances because 
of tbe unprofitableness of agriculture of having an undersupply at 
any time. Proper methods of marketing and organization are essen
tial for the proper functioning of any surplus legislation. I feel that 
they are two separate and distinct problems which to be advantageously 
solved must be considered in their mutual relationship, In solving the 
surpl_us problem It can best be handled in and through cooperative 
marketing and more nearly assure the successful handling of the sur
plus and at the same time give greater emphas1s and help to the more 
rapid advancement of cooperative marketing of the respective farm 
commodities. We are very anxious to see the farmer have a balanced 
agriculture economy, and in order to obtain this, as all the emphasis 
lias bee.n placed upon production, from now on disproportionately great 
empl.lasis will have to be placed upon obtaining proper marketing for 
him, thus giving him the correlated and coordinated development of 

tllese three clements in agriculture tllat be is most concerned with
production, marketing, and financing. 

All efforts should be turned at this time to hring forward as rapidly 
as possible the proper marketing, which includes botl.l tile normal 
supply and such surplus as he may have. 

We feel that the accomplishment of such legislation is of tl.le 
utmost importance not only to agricultlll'e but to our urban people, 
who are vitally interested in our original sources of wealth giving a 
reasonable profit ou the cost of production, in order that the purchas
ing power of the one-third of our Nation may be placed where it should 
be; -that this great agricultural people be kept peaceful and happy and 
content in order to retain in our Nation the great stabilizing influence 
that om· rural people have always been to our country in times of war 
and in times of peace. 

Yours very truly, 
ALFRED SCARBOROUGll, 

Genet·al Manager. 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE EXHIBIT 

~'lr. O'CONNOR of Loui::;iana. Mr. Speaker I ask unanimous 
com;ent to extend my remarks in the RECORD on the bill (II. R. 
12031) which has just been pns~ed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of 

this bill is to provide the corporation known as the International 
Trade Exhibition with funds for use in maintaining, promot
ing and advertising the permanent trade ·exposition at New 
Orleans, La., inaugurated on September 15, 1025, and autllOriz
ing an appropriation of $150,000 to secure that end. 

_I have no doubt that this corporation, through its directors, 
~ho represent the best in the financial, commercial, social, and 
patriotic aspects of our great and attractive city, will judici
ously, wisely, and economically expend this appropriation when 
made in accordance with the mandate of this bill. I am proud 
to have my name associate<l with this great enterprise. It is 
one of the best things I ha\e done in my legislative career. 
From the viewpoint of my activity in pushing this bill to con
sideration, I may feel with Kingsley the satisfaction that pro
ceeds from having done noble things, not dreamt them all day 
long, if I may be permitted the liberty of altering immortal lines 
in or<ler to make his unforgetable sentiment applicable to my 
labors in behalf of this measure. 

-I wish at this time to thank the Louisiana delegation for 
their tireless and indefatigable energy in presenting the merits 
of my bill to the Members of the House and our gratitude to 
the many Members who were generous enough to listen patiently 
to the convincing but necessarily lengthy arguments we ha<l to 
make and present "in order to convert the heathen" and 
intellectually sulJ<lue the hard-hearted, who had to lJe shown 
as the man from "Mizzoura" and who finally yielded to the 
persuasiYe logic, force, and economic truth that the bill in
herently po8sesses. "Ye shall know the truth and the truth 
will make you free" w<ts the inspiration behind the voice of 
our delegation. 

Nor Rhall I soon forget the membership of the Committee 
on Arts ancl Expositions, who unanimously gave my bill a 
favorable report. Particularly am I grateful for the splendid 
report prepared for the committee by CongresRman DAN REED, 
whose interest in industrial fields and enterprises has made 
him a national figure. His advice along lines of social wel
fare, civic planning, and school ne(;essities, as well as those 
of church, proper amusements, and gymnasia, has not only 
saved millions of dollars to our business leaders by way of pre
venting a big turnover in labor, but has brought sunshine intn 
the homes of thousands of toilers whose hard lot is somewhat 
softened by desirable conditions and surroundings in which 
their children may be reared and fitted for the diS('harge of 
the solemn duties that devolve upon American· men and women. 
And true to his generous disposition, he called me in as the 
author of the bill to collaborate ·with llim in the completing 
of the short but luminous, conch;e, but convincing, report which 
is before you. He that would bring home the wealth of the 
Indies must carry the wealth of the Indies with )lim. Our 
exhibition makes for a greater knowledge of the countries to 
the south of us, broadens and expands our commerce with Latin 
America, and makes for peace, understanding, amity, and good 
will. It is a bill that carries with it peace and trade, not a 
sword, with violence and blood as its aim. 

It is through trade''that the peace of the earth will be made. 
It is through my bill that friction will be removed and har
mony of purpose and action be restored between ourselves and 
our romantic and interesting friends to the 'far south. They 
are more than mere neighbors. They are a prople who occupy 
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· the same hemisphere and same continent as ourselves. Divided 
as the waves "e are one as tile sea. 

I repeat, and I can not repeat it too often, that it is apparent 
from the bill that its purpose is to promote international trade, 
especially between Latin America, which includes Mexico and 
Central America and all the great countries to the south of us. 
The plan had its inception in a bill passed by Congress in 
February, 1925, and signed by the President. Under the pro
visions of this act the nations of the world were invited to 
participate in an international trades exhibition located in the 
city of New Orleans, La. In order to assist in that great en
terprise the Government leased to the corporation known as the 
International Trades Exhibition one of three units of several 
large structures constructed in the city of New Orleans during 
the war as a base of supplies for war material. These three 
units were constructed at a cost of around $15,000,000 upon the 
banks of the Mississippi River at a most advantageous point 
for the present use for exhibition purl>oses. These buildings 
are permanent structures, made of concrete and iron, and will 
last for many years. 

This enterprise · was started last year after very considerable 
effort on the part of the local people of New Orleans, and, due 
to their energy, sacrifice, and determination, the exhibition 
proved to be a very great success. The plan now is to make 
this a permanent exhibit, where space can be assigned to indus
tries and business houses at reasonable fees which will meet 
all the expenses of the enterprise. It will be not only a per
manent exhibition on the part of all industries and business 
houses, but other countries, especially Latin .A.nierica, Mexico, 
and Central America as well. This will visualize the products 
of the respective countries, establish closer and more cordial 
business relations, and will promote and stimulate trade, to the 
advantage of the countries that participate. 

The corporation is not a private enterprise for profit, but a 
public enterprise so conducted as to pay its own way. 

The location of this permanent ·trade exhibition is ideal for 
many reasons. It is 600 miles nearer the Panama Can3J. than 
New York City, and there are many people in Louisiana who 
speak the French language and large numbers who speak 
Spanish fluently. ')~here is a close, friendly relationship be
tween t11e people of New Orleans and the people of Latin 
America. It is the opinion of the committee that because of 
the initial start that has been made, the success that has been 
attained, the fine spb·it shown by the business men of New 
Orleans, the hearty cooperation of the people at large, the 
potential trade possibilities which the exhibition has thus far 
disclosed, leads the committee to believe that Congress ought 
to encourage this enterprise at this time. This exhibition will 
furnish a clearing hoa.se for the whole people of the United 
States, the industrial East as well as the. great agricultural 
sections of the country. 

The hearings disclosed that if this authorization is made for 
$150,000 it will put tbe proposition upon a firm and successful 
foundation and tha1 no further congressional appropriation 
will be necessary nor required. The conspicuous success which 
this exhibition has already attained under the leadership of 
the ablest business men in New Orleans amply fortifies this 
statement. The testimony before the committee is to the effect 
iliat the exhibition is already a financial success in every way, 
so fur as paying its ~wn way, outside of the ncces ary funds 
to promote or to carry on the initial advertising and prelimi-
nary contact work. . 

While a fund of $1GO,OOO for initial advertising may seem 
large to some, it is very small when we consider what a single 
industry sometimes spends through the medium of posters, 
advertising in newspapers, periodicals, sales literature, ~nd 
other advertising mediums. It was the belief of the committee 
that if we are to meet the competition from abroad where the 
countrie:; do not hesitate to send folders written in English, 
French, Spanish, Italian, and Pcrtugese in order to promote 
their trade that this legislation should receive favorable action. 
After full and complete hearings and careful consideration of 
the merits of II. R. 12031, the committee reported favorably 
thereon and unanimously recommended that the bill do pass. 

No more propitious time than the present could there be for 
the pa::;sage of this bill. If it be a sacred duty to bind the 
wounds, heal the lacerations, and remove the scars of conflict, 
how much greater the responsibility for removing friction, 
subduing discord, vanquishing antagonism, and supplanting 
these evil forces with friendship, understanding, mutual for
bearance, and good will where there has been, and is no cause 
for, strife. To accomplish this end is great, and there is no other 
greatness than to labor with zest and give of your best for the 
joy and the sweetness of the giving, to help folks along with 
hand and with song. Why, there is the real sunshine of 
living. The International Trade Exhibition will forge links in 

the chain of trade and affection which we hope will bind to
gether the nations of Pan America. 

It is destined to be a great institution in the commercial, in
dustrial, and legislative history of the country. Like grass, 
trade grows everywhere and conquers the most stubborn things. 
Its victories are free from bloodstains and are won by men 
who are making the world a little better and happier for their 
efforts. Should the spirit of barter, exchange, and trade ever 
fail the race, good night and an eternal farewell to civiliza
tion. Intrex, as we call our exhibition-no, not ours, but yours
intrex radiates the spirit which permeates, animate!:) it in its 
every part. If gifted with vocalization, that gigantic enterprise 
might sing its message in these thrilling commercial lines: 

Hark to the song of the shuttle and loom, 
Keep up your co.mmerce or crawl to your tomb; 
Study new methods, open new lines, 
Quicken your factories, foundries, and mines; 
Think of Columbus, De Gama, and Howe, 
And waste not their labors by slacking it now ; 
Work is life's currency; you must earn wbat you are worth, 
And send · out your comm·erce to the ends of the earth. 

HARRISON NAROOTIO ACT 

The next business on the Consent Oalendar was the bill 
( S. 4537) to amend the Harrison Narcotic .A.ct of December 
17, 1914, as amended, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. ·Is there objection to the present eonflidera

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 

' The Clerk i·ead the bill, as follows : 

1 Be it enacted, etc., That the Harrison Narcotic Act of December 17, 
1914, as amendeu, he further amended as follows : 

Smc. 2. After the last sentence of section 2 add the following: "The 
President is further authorized and directed to issue such Executive 
order as will permit those persons in the Virgin I slands of the United 
States lawfully entitled to sell, deal in, dispense, prescribe, anu dis
tribute the aforesaid drugs, to obtain said drugs from persons regis
tered under this act within the continental United States for legitimate 
medical purposes without regard to the order forms described in this 
section." 

'Vith the following committee amendment: 
Strike out all of lines 3 and 4 on page 1 and insert in lieu thereof 

the following: " That section 2 of the narcotic act of Congress, ap
proved December 17, 1914, as amenderl, be further amended as follow s." 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 

third time, and passed. 
.A. motion to recomdder the vote by which the bill was passed 

,was laid on the table. 
The title was amended to 1·ead as follows: ".A.n act to amend 

the narcotic act of Congress, approved December 17, 1914, as 
amended, and for other purpo::;es." 

MOSES STEADHAM 

The next busiuess on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 1288!)) to relinquish the title of the United States to the 
land in the claim of l\Ioses Steadham, situate in the county of · 
Baldwin, State of Alabama. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present conshlera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That all the right, title, and interest of the Uuiteu 

States in and to that certain lanu in Baluwin County, Ala., known aR 
the Moses Steadham tract, section 50, township 2 north, range 2 east, 
and section 42, township 3 north, range 2 east, St. Stephens meridian, 
Alabama, be, and the same is hereby, released, relinquisbeu, and con
firmed by the United States to the equitable owners of the equltaule 
title thereto and to their respective heirs and assigns forever, as fully 
and completely in every respect whatever as coulu be uone by patents 
issued according to law : Provided, That this act shall amount only to 
a relinquishment of any title that the United States has, or is supposed 
to have, in and to any of saiu lands, and shall not be construed to 
abridge, impair, injure, prejudice, or divest in any manner any valid 
right, title, or interest of any person or body corporate whatever; the 
true intent of this act being to concede and abandon all right, title. 
and interest of the United States to those persons, estates, firms, or cor
porations who would be the true and lawful owners of said lands by rea
son of long continuous possession unuer color of title with claim of 
ownership, or otherwise, under the laws of Alabama, including the laws 
of prescription and limitation, in the absPnce of the said interest, title, 
and estate of the United States. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, I Marked No. 25, which marks the south corner of the land of Kealahou 

wn :-: read the third time, aud passed. 3 and 4 being f~rty degrees ten minutes thirty seconds four hundt·ed 
A · motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed and sixty-six and two-tenths feet. 

wu1-; ittid on the table. "H. Two hundred and thirteen degrees forty-filx minutes eight thou-

HAWAII NATIONAL PARK 

The next buf;iness on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 15821) to revise the boundary of tlle Hawaii National 
Park on the island of Maui in tile Territory of Hawaii. 

The Clerk read tile title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Il::l there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read tile bill, as follows : 
Re it enacted, eto., That the boundary of tlle Hawaii National Park 

on the island of Maui is hereby changed to read as follows: 
"-Beginning at a triangle on set !'tone, said mark bt>ing the Govern

ment sur'"ey triangulatiou station Puu Nianiau in the lund of Kalia
linui, anrl running by true azimuths: 

"1. Thrt>e hundred degrees f:l.fty-Reveu minutes thirty seconds 
elt>vE>n thousand seven hundred and sixty-nine and three-tenths feet 
along the remaining portion of the land of Xalialinui to a concrete 
monument marked ~o. 1 on spur an<l on the west edge of Koolau Gap. 

" 2. Two hundrecl and ninety-fieven degrees forty-seven minutes thirty 
seconds fourteen thousand six hundred and fifty-two and six-tenths 
fet>t along same and across Koolau Gap to a concrete monument 
mat·ked No. 3, the · true azimuth and distance from said monument to 
Government survey triangulation statiou Hanakauhi being forty-five 
degrees fourteen minutes nine hundred and eighty-eight feet. 

" 3. Two hundred and sixty-nine degrees fifty-seven minutes thirty 
seconds nine thousand and one and tllree-tenths feet a long same to a 
concrete monument marked No. 7 on the southwest boundary of the land 
of IIaiku. 

"4. Three hundred and six degrees thirty-nine minutes three thou
sand nine hundred and thirteen and four-t!'ntbs feet along the south
west boundary of the land of Haiku to a cross on large flat rock 
called Pohaku Palaha. 

"G. '.rwo hundred and seventy-three degrt>cs seven minutes four 
bunrtred and forty feet along the Nahlku tract to Government survey 
triangulation station Pakihi. 

"6. ThE>nce following along summit of dividing ridge between Hnlea
kn1a- ·Crater and Kipahulu Valley to an ahu at a place called Pakihi, 
the uirect azimuth and distance being three hundred and fifty degrees 
four minutes thirty seconds seven thousand four hundred and fourteen 
and seven-tenths feet. 

"7. Thence along Government land and following along rim of the 
auter and crest of wall of Kaupo Gap to a 4 foot by 4 foot redwood 
post, tlle direct azimuth and distance being three hundred and fifty
six dPgrees forty-one minutes ten thousnnu eight hundred and sixty
seven and nine-tenths feet. 

"8. Flighty-six degrees one-tenth minute thirty seconds six thousand 
seven hundred and seventy-seven anu four-tenths feet along grant 
3457, lot 1, to A. V. Marciel, and the remaining portion of the land 
of Nun (R. P. 8041l, L. C. A. G~39 Apnnn 2 to Kalaimoku), passing 
over a cross on stone a.t Kauhaokamoa at tllree thousand four hundrert 
and forty-one and eight-tenths feet and passing over an iron pipe on 
west edge of the Koolau Gap at five thousand eight huudred and sev
enty-four feet. 

" !1. One hundred and thirty-<'ight degrees fot·ty-two minutes thirty 
seconds nine thoufiand five hun<lred and seventy-four anrl two-tenths 
feet along the remaining portion of said land of Nuu to a cross on 
rock. the true azimuth and distance to Government survey triangula
tion stntion llaleakala 2 being one llundred and seventy-nht<' degrees 
thirteen minutes fifteen seconus nine. hundred and forty-three and two
tenths feet. 

" 10. Ninety-one degrees thirty-four minutes forty-five secon<ls nine 
tbousa n<l nine hundred and sixty and four-tenths feet along same to a 
concrete monument marked No. 14, the true azimuth and distance from 

- said monument to an anchor on rock called Kumuiliahi, marking the 
· northeast corner of the land of Nakula, being one hundred and sixty· 

seven <legrces twenty-eight miuutes nine hundred and twenty-eight and 
seven-tenths feet. 

" 11. Ninety de~rees twenty-three minutes thirty seconds twelve thou
saud two hundred and forty-nine and three-tenths feet along the remain· 
ing portion of the lands of Nakula and Kabilcinui to a concrete monu
ment marked No. 15. 

" 1::!. One hundred and seventeen degrees fifty-two minutes thirty 
seconds five thousand two hundreu and nine and two-tenths feet along 
the temaining portion of the land of Kahikinui to a concrete monument 
marked No. 16, the true azimuth and distance from said monument to 
Government surwr triangulation station Kolekole, being ninety-eight 
degrees thirty minutes one thousand '1lv-e hundred and forty-tht·ee and 
five-tenths feet. 

" 13. One hundred and twenty-seven degrees tllirty-eight minutes two 
thousand one hundred and seve11ty-tive and six-tenths feet along same 
and the land of Papaanui to a concrete monument marked No. 17, the 
true azimuth and distance from said monument to a concrete monument 

sand two hundred and forty-one and two-tenths feet along the remain
ing portions of the lands of Kealahou 3 and 4 and Pulehunui to. a con
crete monument marked No. 19, the true azimuth and distance from eaid 
monument to a "K" marked on a large la"\"'a rock called Kilohana, at 
the east corner of the lands of Kealahou 3 and 4, being three hundred 
and twenty-three degrees fifty-three minutes nine hundred and forty- \ 
seven and three-tenths feet . 

" 15. One hundred anu forty-three degrees fifty-three minutes six 
thousand nine hundred and five and three-tenths feet along tlle land of 
rulehunui to a concrete monument marked No. 20. 

" 16. One hundred and ninety-nine degrees twenty-three minutes ten 
thousand seven hundred and twenty-six feet along the remaining por
tion of the land of Kalialinui to the point of beginning, passing over a 
concrete monument marked No. 22 at a distance of six thousand four 
lmndred tllirty-six anu seven-tenths feet; including portions of the lands 
of Kealahou 3 and 4, Pulehunui, Kalialinui, Kaupo, Nuu, Nakula, 
Kahikinui, and Papnanui, Island of Maui, and containing seventeen 
thousand oue hundred and thirty acres, more or less; and all of those 
lands lying within the boundary above described are hereby included in 
and marle a part of the IIawall National Park subject to all laws and 
regulations pertaining to said park." 

SEC. 2. 'l'hat the provisions of the act of February 27, 1020, entitled 
".An act to authorize the Governor of the Territory of llawali to acquire 
privately owned lands and rights of way within the boundaries of the 
Hawaii National Park," are hereby extended over and made applicable 
to -the lands added to the park and included within the boundary estab
lished b:r the preceding section of this act. 

:Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend· 
ments : 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page n, line 5, strike out the words " 4 foot by 4 foot" and insert 

in lieu thereof the words "4 inch by 4 inch." 
Page 3, line 9, strike out the word " one-tenth., and insert in lieu 

thereof Ute word "one." 
Page 4, line 5, strike out ·the word " anchor " an<l insert the word 

"arrow." 
Page 6, line 2, insert close quotation marks after the words "more 

or less." 
Page G, line u, strike out the close quotation mRrks a.t the end of 

the line. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

the third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider by Mr. SINNOTT was laid on the table. 

SUMMER CAMP FOR BOY SCOUTS 

1.'lle next busineRs on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
( S. 42G2) setting aside certain land in Douglas County, Oreg., 
as a summer camp for boy scouts. 

Tlie Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. BLANTON. R~erving the right to object, I will ask 

the gentleman from Oregon if this is a summer camp for boys 
in Oregon? L..., 

l\lr. IIA WLEY. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. For bow many years is it to be leased? 
1\Ir. HA 'VLEY. Fifty years, :subject to the discretion of the 

Secretary of the Treasury. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. ThiR is public land in Oregou? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Public land in Oregon. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That tlle Secretary of the Interior is authorized 

and directed to lease the Ja.nds included within the W<'St half of the 
southwest quartN·, section !>, township 27 south, range 2 west, 
Willinmette meridian, in Douglas County,. Oreg., to the Douglas Covnty 
Boy Scouts Council, or a duly authorized representative of such coun· 
ell, as a summer camp for the boy scouts of Douglas County, Oreg. 
Such lease shall be without cost to the council for term of 50 years 
and undet· such other terms and conditions, including provisions for 
the care, removal, nnd disposition of timber by the United States, as 
the Secretary of the Interior deems advisable to safeguard the interests 
of the Unite<l Sta tea. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the thit·d 
time ; was read the third time and passed. 

A motion to reconsider tile vote by ~ir. HAWLEY was laid 
on the table. 

BRIDGJt:; ACROSS THE ST. JOSEPH RIVER AT BENTON 11..\..RBOR, MICII. 

Tlle next businesl' on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(II. R. 15642) granting the consent of Congress to the State 
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of Michigan and Berrien County, or either of thcili, to recon
~truct, maintain, anu operate a bl'idge acro~s the St. Joseph 
RiYer. 

The Clerk reau the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKl;Jit. Is there objection? 
Then! -was no ol.Jjectiou. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
B e it enacted) etc.) That the c'O u~cut of Congre. s is hereby gt·anted 

to the State of ~lichigan and Berrien Conuty, or either of them, to 
reconstruct the existing briuge anu approache8 thereto across the 
St. Joseph River at or near Benton Hnrhor, 1\Iich., at a point suitable 
to the interests of navi!;ation, and to maintain auu operate the same 
iu accordance witll tlle provisions of an act entitled "An net to 
re~ulate tlle construction of !Jritlges over UU>igaiJle water:;," approved 
March ::!3, 1!lOG, and subject to the conditious and limitations contained 
in this act. 

St:c. 2. The rigllt to altet·, nmen<l, or repenl this act is llCreby 
l'X})resRly l'cserved. 

With the following ·ommittee amenument: 
'Page 2, line 1, aft r the figures "1UOU," insf'rt a pr.riou an1l iltrike 

oi1t the remainder ot the :-;e<:tion. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill ns ·amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

tb(' third time, wus read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

BALE OF LA~D AT TIIE MARGIN OF ROCK C~EEK lfOR CO~STRUCTION 
OF A OHUBCH 

Tlle next business on the Con::;ent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 16170) authorizing the sale of land at margin of the 
Rock Creek and Potomac Parkway for construction of a 
church and provision for proper ingress anu egress to said 
church building. 

The Clerk read the title of the · bill. 
The SPEAKER Is there objection? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA rose. 
Mr. BLANTON. Is the gentleman from New York ~oing to 

object? 
~ir. LAG1 ARDIA. I want some information. 
:Mr. GARNER of r.rexas. I think the gentleman from Ten

ne. see [1\.lr. GARRETT) is the author of the bill, and be is out 
for a moment. This is for chtu•ch purposes. 

Mr. BLAl~TON. This is not the bill I thought it was. I 
haYe looked into this matter, and I h1we no objection to it. 

Mr. LAGUAUDIA. What I wanted to know w~s if it took in 
any part of the park property for any other purposes? 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not think so. <....".olonel Grant in his report 
says that this church will be a <lesirab.le neighbor on the border 
or the park, and one that can be relied upon to produce a 
thoroughly attrnctiYe denlopment in harmony -with the park 
and its purposes. He does not think it would interfere with 
park purposes, and that it would enhnnce rather than injure 
the park. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman realizeR that there mn~t 
be some strong reason to divert land from park purposes? 

Mr. DAVIS. I think that is trne; but Colonel Grant says 
that it would be a proper thing to do. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to sub::;titute Senate bill u231, it beiug an 
identical bill on the calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the re•1uest of tlJe g-en-
tlPman from Tennessee'/ 

There was no objection. 
TlJe Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows: 
Be it enMtedJ etc.) That the Director of PulJlic Buildings and Public 

Parks of the National Capital, for and in behalf of the United States 
of America be, and is hereby, authorizE-d to convey the title of Uniterl 
States of Americ-a in and to thP land and premises lying snnth of ur.d 
adjacent to lot No. 25, in square 2::i10, in the District of Columbia, 
described as follows: Beginning at the southeast corner of said lot No. 
25; thence northweRterly along the south line of said lot No. 25, 150 
fP.et to the southwest corner of Raid lot; thence southwesterly on the 
projection of the east line of a public alley and at right angles to the 
said south line of lot No. 25, 17 feet; thence southeasterly and parallel 
to said south line of lot 2G, 150 feet to the wc.c;t line of 11'lorluu Avenue; 
thence northeasterly on the west line of Florida Avenue 17 feet to the 
point of beginning-, containing 2,u:30 square f<:'et, more or less, upon the 
payment to the United States ol America, in cunsiUerati{JH thereof (.]' 
a :sum not Jess than the price paid for said lnnd by the Rock Ct·eck 
and Potomac Parkway Commission. And the Director of Pnblic Build
ings and Public Parks of the National Capital is authorized and di
recteil to permit the truRtees of the Church of the Pilgrims (Inc.), 
to conl:ltruct and utilize on tbe propet·ty acquired for the Rock Creek 
Hnll Potomac Parkway in square 2:no a dl'ivewny for pl'Oper ncccRs to 
anu egress from the church, thi!l driveway to be located and con-

structed in accordance- with plans approved l:ly the Director of I'ublic 
Buildings and P1thlic Parks of the National Capital and to be main
tained at the expense of said Church of the l'ilgl'ims until such time 
as the Dh·ector of Public Buil<lin;;s and Public Parks of the National 
Capital may deem :It advisable to make the same aYailablc for g~"n
eral usc. 

'l'lle Senate bill was or<lered to be read a thiru time, was 
read the third time, anu passed. 

A motion hy 1\lr. DAvis to reconsi1le1· the vote whereby the 
bill was passed was laid on tbe table. 

The ~imilar House bill wa~ laid on the table. 
CONGRJ,;SS OF :MfLl'J'ARY MEDICINE AND PHARMACY 

The next business on tile Com:ent Calendar wn.s House joint 
re:,;olution (H. J. Res. 328) to prondc :for the expenses of dele
gates of the United States to the Co11gress of Military Medicine 
alUl Phnrmacy to be held at 'Varsaw, Poland. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint rel:lolution. 
Tile :'iPEAKEU. Is there objection to the pre:o;ent eon-

siderntion of the joint resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The Olel'k read the joint resolution, ns follows : 
Resol ved) etc., That there is het·eby authorized to be appropriated, 

out of any money in the Treasury not othcrwl e appropriated, the 
:suru ot $'5,000 for tllc expensl:'s ·of dele~atcs of the Unitcu Statl•s to 
the~ Congre:ss of ~Jilitary Ml:'dlcinc and l'ba rmacy to be held at War
saw, Poland, including personal services, travel, stibsisteilce, OL' per 
di<:'m In lieu of subsistence, notwithstnnuing the provision::; of auy 
other act, aud such other expl:'nses as the !'res ident may deem neces
sa ry. 

With the following' committee ameudments: 
Pag'e 1, line fi, after the woru "State:-;" insert "to be npvoiuted 

by the rresiucnt." 

The <'Ommittee nmenument was agree<l to and the joint reso
lution was ordered to he engros1-1ed aud rca<l a third time; wa~ 
read the third time, and 11asseu. 

A motion to reconsider the vote .by which . the joint re:o;olu
tion wns passed was laW on the tnble. 

PAN AMEJUCAN CONFE.RJ<.:NCE ON HIOHWAYS 
The next business on the Consent Culentiur was the House 

joint resolution (H. J. Res. ~2!)) to provide for the eX}Jeuses 
of participation by the United States in the second Pau Ameri
can Conference on Highways at Rio de .Janeit·o. 

The Clerk reati the title of the joint resolution. 
The SPEAKER Is there objection to tile preseut con~illera-

tion of the joint resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 
HesoZved, etc.) Tllat there is ilereby authorized to IJe apprupriu te(], 

ont of any money in the Treasury · not otherwise approprlateu, tlle 
sum of $15,000 for the expenses of pllrticipntion by the United States 
in the second Pan American Conferl'nce un Highways at ltio d~ 

Janeiro, including the compenF;ation of employeP~'l, travel, subsistt'nce, 
or per (]irm in lieu of tmbRistence (notwitltstanuing the provit-~iou:-; o[ 
any other act), and such miscellanf'ous anti othf'r expens<>l:! as the 
President shall deem proper. 

The joint resolution -was ordered to bP.- engi·osRed and read a 
third tinte, was read tile third time, and pa:-;t;ed. 

A motion to reconsider the yote by whieh the joint resolution 
waR pas!:led was laiu on the tnlJle. 

EIGHTH PAN AMEfiiCA~ SA~ITARY COX}.'Ell.ENCE 

The next bu1-iness on the Consent Calendar was House joiu~ 
resolution (H. J. Res. :330) to provide for the expensel-1 of <lcle
gateH of the United States to the Eighth Pan American Sani
tary Confer£-nce to be held at Limn, Pern. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint re:-1olntion. 
The SPEAKl,JR. Is there objection to the pre:ent con~iclL•ra-

tion of the joint resolution? 
There wfls uo objection. 
'l'he Clerk read the joint resolution, us ftJllows: 
Resolved) etc.) That thl:'re is hereby nuthol'izell to be nppropriate1l, ont 

of any monPy in the Trensury not othcrwi:-;c npproprlatf'd, the t:llm of 
$3,000 for the expense.<~ of dele~n tcs of tllc United Stn tcs to tile Eighth 
Pnn American Sanitary Conference to be hrld at Lima, Peru, inelnd,iug 
tbe compensation of employees, tra>Pl, subsistence, or pN· diem in lieu 
of subsi:-;tencc (notwithstanding the pro>i!llous of any other uct), nnll 
such miscclluncous an(] other cxue11scs as the President shnll dl:'cm 
proper, to l>c expemleu unuer the ulrec tion of the Secretary of Stn te. 

·with the following committee ameudmcnt: 
Line 6, after the word "States," insert "to be nppolnl'cd hy the 

Prcsiclent." 
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The committee amendment was agreed to, and the joint reso-1 The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considern-

lution was ordered to IJe engrossed and read a third time, was tion of the bill? 
read the third time, anu passed. Mr. BOWLING. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

A motion to rccomdder the vote !Jy which the joint resolution The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama objects. 
was passed was laid On the. table. . INDEMNI'rY FOR BRITISH S1'EAMSHIP "MAVISBROOK" 

Il\ 'l'ERNATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR 1'HE PROTEC'f:J:ON OF CIIILDHOOD The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
~'he next bu~iness on the Consent Calendar was House joint (S. 1730) to authorize the payment of indemnity to the Gov

resolntion (H .. T. Res. 331) to provide fo..r the membership of the ernment of Great Britain on accormt of losses sustained by the 
United States in tbe .A.mel'ican International Office of Protection owners of the British steamship Ma'l7isbmok as a result of col-
for Childhood. lision between it and the U. S. tran~port Carolinian.. 

Tlle Clerk read the title of tbe joint resolution. The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. I~ there objection to the present considera- The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the joint re8olution '? tion of the bill? 
'l'hcre wa::; no objf'ction. There was no objection. 
~'he Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
R c8olved, etc., That to enable the United States to becomo a member 

of t he American International Office or Protection for Childhood at 
Montevideo, Uruguay, tllere is hereby authorized to be appt.-opriated 
the sum or $2.000 per annum for the contribution by the United States 
tow11rd the support of the institution. 

With the following committee amendments : 
Line 4, strike out the wortls " Office of" and insert "Institute for 

tlH•.' ' 
Line 5, strike out tile wot~d " for" anll insert the word "of." 

'l'he committee amendments were agreed to and the joint 
re:-;olution was ortlored to be engrossed and re.ad a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to roconsi<ler the vote !Jy which the joint resolution 
waH paHsed wa~ laid on the ta !Jle. 

The title was amended so as to read: "Joint resolution to 
proV'ide for the membership. of the United States .in the Ameri
cau Internatioual Institute for the Protection of Childhood." 

NA'L'ION . .H. AlJVISORY · CO?.U.IITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS 
:lir .. JAMES. l\lr. f;peaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 

twxt bill on tlle cuh~uuar, H. R. 13115, to increase the member
::;hip of the National Advisory Committee fo·r Aeronautics, and 
for other pnrposc:s, !Je rereferred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mt·. McSWAIN. 1\fr. Speake1·, reserving the right to object, 

the National AdV'isory Committee for Aerouautics, under an 
Hmendment: to the national defense act passed on July 2, 1926, 
kuown as the air bill. has a very imporlant function, which the 
country should well understand, as it becomes the special pre
liminary add~er to the action of a new board set up by that 
legi~lation known as the patents arid designs board. It is 
essential that this national advisory committee should be en
larged and that the couutry should ·understand that in the 
great program for the· development of aviation it is to occupy 
an imvortant anct special mission. For that reason we desi re 
thus to empha~ize in tllis way the action of the committee and 
to call the attention of the country to the fact that snid ad
vi~ory committee i~ now a valuable wheel in the machinery of 
building up aviation. 

l\Ir. JJAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. 1\IcSW AIN. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Th!it all being so, the gentleman can 

not th<.•n present any reason why we should eucumber this 
~dentitic bour(l by udding new members to it who are not 
stientillc men. _ 

~Ir . McSWAIN. In answer to the gentleman, the proposi
tion ii4 to Ho reconstruct this hoard, if possible, as to make it 
fnuction with a liberal, vrogt·essive, generous ]JOlicy toward 
aviation, an<.l the encouragement of iuventors and designers. 

l\Ir. LAGUARDIA. ~'ake tbe politician::; off and put the 
scientific men on? 

l\1r. McSWAIN. If the gentleman will help us, we will be 
delighted. \.Ye wish to open the door to meritorious deYelop
ments, whether they corue from the great scientific engineers or 
from humble, obscure, pour inventors. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani
mous consent that the bill referred to, H. R. 13115, be rere
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. Is there ob
jection? 

'!,here was no objection. 
TO SAFEGUARD DISBURSEMENT OF FEDERAL FU:\'DS 

The next business ou the Consent Calendar wns the bill 
(H. R. 8902) to regulate, control, and safeguard the dis!Jur., e
ment of ]'ederal funds expenued for the creation, com~truc
tion, extemdon, repair, or ornamentation of nny public builu
ing, highway, dum, excavation, clredgi11g, arainage, or other 
conRtruction project, anu for other purposes. 

'l'he Olerk read the title of the bill. 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary ot the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and dirt'cied to pay to the Government of Grl'at 
Britain out or any money in the Treasut·y not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum or $1G,397.26, as tull indemnity tor the losses sustained by the 
owners or the British steamship Ma'l:iBbt·ook as a result of a collision 
between said steamship Jfavisbt·ook and the U. S. transport Carolinian 
at or near Brest, France, on or abouf February 15, 1018. 

The bill was ordered to be read a t)lird time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A ruution to reconsider the vote !Jy whiclt the !Jill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

'fO AMEND SECTION 4900, REYISED STATUT~S 
The ne~t business on the Consent Calen<.lar was the bill 

(H. R. 75G3) to amend section 4900 of the United States Re
vised Statutes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider

ation of the bill? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. l\fr. Speake1·, reserving the right to ob-

ject-no ohjectiou. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 4900 of the 'Revised Statutes of the 

United States shall lJe amended to r ead as follows : 
" It shall be the duty or all patentees and their assigns and legal 

representatives, and of all persons making or vending any patented 
article for or under them, to give suftlcient notice to the public that 
the same is patented; either by fixing thereon the word 'patent,' to
gether with the number of the pateut, or when, from the character of 
the artide, this can not be done, by fixing to it, or to the packago 
wherein one or more of them is inclosed, a label containing the like 
notice : Pt·ovided, however, That with respect to an;y patent issued 
prior to April 1, 192u, it shall be sufficient to give such notice in the 
rorm following, viz : ' Patented,' together with the day and year the 
patent was granted; and in n~y snit for infringenH•nt by the party 
failing so to mark, no damages shall be recovered by the plaintHI', ex
cept on proof that the dt>fenuant was duly notified of the in!dngeruent 
and continued, after such notice, to make, usc, or vend the article so 
patented." 

Committee amendmt•nt: 
Page 2, line 3, strike out the word and figUt·es ".lpril 1, 19~u,'' and 

insert in lieu thereof "April 1, 1!)27." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill us amended wa:.; ordered to be engrossed and read 

the third time, was ·reacl the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsiuer the V'Ote lJy which the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
PURCIIASE OF IIORBEB FOR THE MILITABY ESTABLISHMENT 

The next busine~s on the Con~ent Calendar was the !Jill 
(H. R. 15838) to provi<le for t11e purchal:ie of horses for the 
Military Estu1Jlislm1ent. 

The Olerk r ead the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. I s there objection to the present considera

tion of tllis bill'! 
1\ir. BLANTON. l\Ir. Speuker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. The bill is ordered stricken from the 

calendar. 
ARMY AND NAVY R.ATIO~S 

The next busiuess on the Consent Calenuar was the bill 
(H. R. 16077) to amend section 40 of the act approved Feb
ruary 2, 1901 (31 Stnts., p. 758), reJative to rations. 

'l,he Clerk reau the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. I~ there objection to the present ~onsldera

tiou of this bill? [After a pam;e.] The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
IJe it enacted, etc., That section 40 of the act appro,·ed. February 2, 

1901 ( 31 Sta ts., p. 'ifi8), is autended to read as follows : 
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" The Army ration shall cousist of the following daily allowance of 

pi'o\·lsious to each person: One pou11tl and a quartt>r of salt or smoked 
meat, with 3 onnccs of dried or {j ounces of canueu or prcser...-ed fruit, 
and n gills of llcans or peas, or 12 <>Unccs of tlour; or 1 ponnt1 of pre
scrYcd meat, wifh 3 ounces of dried or G ounces of cnnned or preserved 
frnit antl 8 ounces of rice or 12 ounces of canneu vegetables, or 6 
ounces of desiccated vcgetaLles; together with 1 pound of biscuit, 2 
ounces of bnttcr, 4 ounces of sugar, 2 ounces of cofl'ee or cocoa, or 
one-!Jalf ounce of tea, and 1 ounce of contlcm•ed milk or evaporated 
cream ; and a weekly allowance of one-qnartcr pound of macaroni, 4 
ounces of cheese, 4 ounces of tomatoes, one-half pint of vinegar or 
sauce, one-quarter pint of pickels, one-quarter pint of molasses, 4 
ounces of salt, one-half ounce of pepper, one-eighth ounce of spices, 
and one-half ounce of dry mustart1. Seven pounds of lard, or a suit
alJle substitute, shall be allowed for every hundred pounds of flour 
it:;sucd ns bread, and such quantities· of yeast and flavoring extracts as 
may be necessary. · 

" The following sub. titution for the components of the ration may be 
maue when deemed necessary by the senior officer prescnt in command :. 
:For 1:14 pounds of salt or smoked mea.t or 1 pound of preserved meat. 
1%, pounds of fresh meat or fresh fish or 8 eggs ; in lieu of the articles 
usually issued with salt, smoked, or · preserved meat, 1%. pounds of 
fresh vegetabl<'s ; for 1 pound of biscuit, 1 * pounds of soft bread or 
18 ounces of flour ; for 3 gills of beans ot· peas, 12 ounces of flour or 
8 ounces of rice, or other starch food, or 12 ounces of canned vege
tables; for 1 pound of condenseu milk or evaporated cream, 1 quart 
of fresh milk; for 3 ounces of dried or 6 ounces of canned or pre
served fruit, 9 ounc<'s of fresh fruit; and for 12 ounces of flour or 8 
ounces of rice or other starch food, or 12 ounces of canned vegetables, 
3- gills of beans or peas ; in lieu of the weekly allowance of one-quarter 
pounu of macaroni, 4 ounces of cheese, one-half pint of vinegar or 
sauce, one-quarter pound of pickles, one-quarter pint of molasses, and 
one-eighth ounce of spices, 3 ·pounds of sugar or 1¥.1 pounds of con
densed milk, or 1 pound of coffee, or 1¥-a pounds of canned fruit, or 4 
pounus of fresh vegetables, or 4 pounds of flour. 

"Any article comprised in the Army ration may be issued in excess 
of the authorized quantity, provided there be an underissue of the same 
value In some other al'ticle or articles." 

Tlle bill was ordered to lJe engrossed and read a tllird time, 
was read the third time, and pas~:;ed . 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the lJill was passed 
was laid. on the table. 

AMENDING SECTIONS 476 A ~n 4034 OF THE REVISED STA'IVTES 

Tlle next bm;iness on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 1553·7) to amend section 476 and section 4034 of the 
Rc\ised Statutes. 

The ""INk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it e-nacted, etc.~ That section 4iG of the Revised Statutes be 

a mended to read as follows : 
"SEC. 476. There shall be in the Patent Office a Commissioner of 

Patents, one first assistant C<lmmissioner, one assistant commissioner, 
and six examiners in chief, who shall be appointed by the President, by 
antl with the ndYice nnd consent of the Senate. The first assistant com
mis>'lioner and the assistant commissioner shnll perform such duties 
pertaining to his office of commissionet· as may be assigned to them, 
respectinl:r, from time to time by the Commissioner of Patents. All 
other officers, clerks, and employees authorized by law for the office 
shall be appointed by the ·secretary of Commerce upon the nomination 
of the Commissioner of Patents in ncc<Jrdnnce with existing law." 

SF.c. 2. That section 4034 of the Revised Statutes be amended to read 
as follows: 

·• SEC. 4034. The following shall be the rates for patent fees: 
"On filing each original appllcation for a patent, except in design 

cases, $20, and $1 for each claim in excess of 20. 
"H an amendment to an application is filed containing claims in 

such number that the total number of the claims in the application 
is in excess of 20, then there shall be paid a fee of $1 for each such 
adllitional claim presented by the amendment. 

" On issuing each o1·iginnl patent, except in design cases, $20, and $1 
for each claim in excess of 20. 

" In design cases : For three years and six months, $10 ; for seven 
yeat·s, $15 ; for 14 years, $30. 

"On every application for the reissue of a patent, $30. 
" On tiling each disclaimer, $10. 
" On an appenl for the first time from the primary examiners to the 

examiners in chief, $10. 
" On every appeal from tlle examiners in chief to the commis

sioner, $20. 
"For uncertified printed copies of specifications and drawings of 

patents, 10 cents per copy: Provided, That the Commissioner of Paten'ts 
Qlay supply public libraries of the United States with such copies as 
published for $GO per annum: Pr11vidcd further~ That the .Commis-

sioner of Patents mar exchange copies of United Stutes patent~; for those 
of foreign countries. · 

"For copies of records made by t!Je Patent Office, excluding printed 
copies, 10 CE'nts per hunurcd. words. 

"For each certHrcate, 2:J cents. 
"For recording eyery assignment, agrrement, power of attorney, or 

other paper of 300 words or under, $1; of over 300 and under 1,000 
words, $2 ; and for each tulditional thousand words or fraction thereof, 
$1; for each ndditionnl patent or applicntion· lncluued <>r involved in 
one writing, where more than one is so includetl or involved, :m cents 
additional. 

"For copies of drawings, the reaso11able cost of mnking them." 
S:r:c. ~. That the provisions of section 2 hereof shall take efl'ect tllree 

months after the approval of this act. 

Committee amendmentl:l : 
Page !?, line 13, strike out all of lin~s l:l, 14, 1:J, 16, and 17. 
Page 3, line 23, strike out " 3" and inser-t "2." 

The amen<lments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

the third time, was read the third time, nnd passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. -

PROYOTIO~ OF RIFLE PRACTICE THROUGIIOUT THE UNITED STATES 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 15604) for the promotion of rifle practice throughout 
the Uniterl States. 

The Clerk read the title of the lJill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considem

tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, eto., That for the purpose of furnishing a national 

trophy and medals and other prizes to be provided and contcsteu for 
annually, under such regulations as mny be prescribed by the Secre
tary of War, saicl contest to be open to the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, 
and the National Guard or Organized 11filitia of the several Stutes, 
Territories, and the District of Columbia, members of rifie clubs, and 
civilians, and for the cost of troplly, prizes, and medals herein pro
vided for, and for the promotion of rifle practice throughout the 
United States, including the reimbursement of necessary expense of 
members of the National Board for the Promotion of llifie Practice 
to be expended for the purpose hereinbefore prescribed, under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, tho sum of $7,000 Is hereby au- · 
thorized to be appropriated annually : Provided, 'l'hat no competitor 
shall be entitled to commutation of rations in excess of $1.50 per day. 
and when meals are furnished no greater expense than that sum per 
man per day for the period the contest Is in progress. 

Committee amendment : 
Page 2, liue 5, strike <>Ut "$7,000" and insert in lieu . thereof 

"$7,500." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and reau 

the third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

E...''WOURAGE DREEDING OF RIDING HORSES FOR .ARMY PURPOSES 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 15051) to encourage breeding· of riding horses for Army 
purposes. 

The Clerk reAd the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is tllere objedion? . 
1\lr. BLANTON. 1\fr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

I want to ask the gentleman a question under tlle rese~·vatiou. 
Does this go any further than merely permitting the Army 
to receive gifts of horses? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Gifts of horses and donations 
of money or other property to be used in exhibiting horf':!cs at 
fairs and horAe shows. 

l\1r. BLANTON. It does not enlarge our present Remount 
Service? 

1Ur. VINSON of Kentucky. Not at the expense of the Gov
ernment. It is simply the donation of other mcu's money and. 
oilier things. 

1\lr. BLANTON. Tllat is far as it goes.? 
1\Ir. VINSON of Kentucky. Yes. 
1\Ir. TILSON. l\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ken

tucky yield right there? 
1\Ir. VINSON of Kentucky. Yes. 
1\Ir. TILSON. That is substantially what we llave been 

doing by the insertion of a paragraph in the appropriation bills 
for several years past? 

1\fr. VINSON of Kentucky. Yes. The language in the hill 
H. R. 1G0!11 is identical with tile language carried in the 
~ppr:opriation bills. 
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Mr. TILSON. So that we are doing now by legislation 

what we have heretofore been doing by our annual appropria
tion bills? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Yes. 
1\lr. BLANTON. This is to make lawful what the Com

mittee on Appropriations has been doing unlawfully in the 
supply bills. 

Mr. TILSON. If the purpose is all right, the gentleman 
from Texas is in accord with it. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I am certain the gentleman from 
Texas would not do anything that would preclude the Gov
ernment from accepting gifts. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, 

and under such rules and regulntious as be may prescribe, accept dona
tion s of animals for breeding and donations of money or other prop
erty to be used as prizes or awards at agricultural fairs, horse shows, 
and similar exhibitions, in order to encourage the breeding · of riding 
horses suitable for Army purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill waR ordered to be engro~sed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and pasRed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
QUARTERS FOR CIVILIAN INSTR"GC'l.'ORB IN THE MILITARY ACADEMY 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 15653) to furnish public quarters, fuel, and light to 
certain civilian instructors in the United States Military 
Academy. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
1\Ir. LAGUARDIA. That applies to civilian instructors? 
Mr. JAMES. Yes. I do not know the names of the gentle

men. This item has been carried for years in the appropria
tion bill and will be carried in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. LAGUAHDIA. These instructors are at present quar-
tered at the posts at the expense of the Government? 

Mr. JAMES. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will repor.t the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the civilian instructors employed in the de

partments of modern languages and tactics in the United States Mili
tary Academy shall be entitled to public quarters, fuel, and light. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
blll. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. . 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
wa~ ordered to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
SALES COMMISSARIES OF THE WAR DEPARTMENT 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 15661) to regulate the operation of sales commissaries 
and other utilities of the War Department selling services or 
supplies. · 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
Mr. BLANTON. I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects, and the 

bill is stricken from the calendar. The Clerk will re110rt the 
next bill. 

PROHIDITION OF CERTAIN ASSIGNM~NTS TO DUTY IN BUREAUS OF 
THE WAR DEP ARTMEJ.~T 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 15828) to prohibit certain assignments of duty in bu· 
renus of the War Department. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 

bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKE-R. The Clerk will r~port the bilL 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That no clerk, messenger, or laborer at bead

quarters of tactical divisions, military departments, brigades, service 
schools, and office of the Chief of Sta.fr shall be assigned to duty in any 
bureau of the War Department. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment arid 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the Yote whereby the bill was passed 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

D~VIS SCHOOL OF FARMINGTON, UTAH 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 15839) authorizing the Davis School District of Farm
ington, Utah, to secure water for the use ·of the South 'Veber 
School from the water supply of the Ogden ordnance reserve 
depot. · 

The tite of the bill was reacl. 
The SPlpAKER. ·Is there objection to the pre·sent considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enactecl, eto., That the Secretary o! War is authorized, in his 
discretion, to permit tbe Davis school district of Farmington, Utah, to 
secure water for use at the South Weber School from the water supply 
o! the Ogden ordnance reserve depot : Provided, That the United Stntes 
shall incur no expense under this authority and the Secretary of War 
may revoke this permission, either temporarily or permanently, at any 
time that the entire water supply may be needed fot· use of the Ogden 
ordnance reserve depot. 

1'he SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment aud 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; 
wa.s read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

I...ANDS GRANTED IN AID OF COMMON OR PUBLIO SCHOOLS 

The next business on the· Consent Calendar was the bill 
( S. 564) confirming in States and Territories title to lands 
grunted by the United States in the aid of common or public 
schools. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
l\lr; LAGUARDIA. Reser-ving the right to object, I would 

like to ask the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands 
this question: In the bill have all the objectionable featureS 
pointe~ out by the department been eliminated? 

Mr. SINNOTT. Yes. This bill is in the exact language 
that the Secretary submitted to the committee by letter of 
January 8, 1927. The Secretary's letter is set forth on page 2 
of the report. This is what the Secretary agreed to, ·and also 
Judge Finney. 

1\Ir. LAGUARDIA. There is no danger that by this bill we 
change the status of the lands on the oil fields in controversy? 

Mr. SINNOTT. No. . Everything in pending litigation is 
excepted. 

I may add that the Secretary of the Interior is entitled to 
great credit for this legislation. The Secretary in this sub
stitute, while it follows in the main the proYisions of the bill 
originally reported from the Public Lands Committee of the 
House, yet he has clarified the language, has eliminated the 
school lands of Alaska, the quantity grants, and has made it 
clear that indemnity lands can not be selected from minerai 
lands. While I do not think that under the original bill, espe
cially with the amendment suggested before the Rules Commit
tee, that indemnity lands could be taken where they are mineral, 
the Secretary's substitute makes this absolutely clear and certain. 

This controversy over the disposition of the school lands 
found to be mineral has been one of many years' standing ; 
for years bills have been introduced to settle the question. 
It was not until Secretary Work took hold of the matter and 
gave it his serious and friendly consideration did we have 
any prospect of settlement. I have not agreed with the Sf.C· 
retary on everything, but I believe in giving credit where 
credit is due. To Secretary Work great credit is due for this 
very· important piece of legislation. 



1816 CONGRESSION .AL llECORD-HOUSE JANUARY 17 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tiuu of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The ~PEAKEU. The Clerk will report the bill as amended 

by the committee. 
The Clerk read a follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., 'l' hat, subject to the provisions of subsections 

(a), (b), and (c) of this section, the several grants to the States 
of numbered sections in place for the support or in aid of common or 
public schools be, and they are hereby, extended to embrace numbered 
school sections mineral in character, unless land has been granted to 
and/or selected by and certified or approved, to any such State or 
States as indemnity or in lieu of any land so granted by numbered 
sections. 

(a) Tllllt the grant or numbered mineral sections under this act shall 
be of the same effect as prior grants for the numbered nonmineral 
sections, and titles to such numbered mineral sections shall vest in 
the States at the time and in the manner and be subject to all the 
rights of adverse parties r ecognized by existing law in the grants of 
.numbered nonmineral Rections. 

(lJ) That the additional grant made by this act is upon the express 
eondition that all sales, grants, deeds, or patents for any of the lands 
so granted shall be subject to and contain a reservation to the State 
of all the coal and other minerals in the l!\Dds so sold, granted, 
deeded, or patented, together with the right to prospect for, mine, and 
remove the same. The co!ll and other mineral deposits in such lands 
E:hall be subject to lease by the .~tate as the State legislature may di
r f'Ct, the proceeds of re-ntals and royalties therefrom to be utilized 
fot· t-he support or in aiu of the common or public schools : Pt·ovided, 
That uny lands or minerals disposed of contrary to the provisions of 
this act shall be forfeited to the United States by appropriate pro
ceedings instituted by the Attorney General for that purpose in the 
United States district court for the district in which the property 01~ 

some pa rt thereof is located. 
(c) That any lands included within the limits of exiF:ting reserva

tions of or by the United States, or specifically reserved for water
power purposes, or included in any pending suit or proceedings jn 
the courts of the United States, or subject to or included in any valid 
application, claim, or right initiated or held under any of the 
existing laws of the United States, unless or until such application, 
claim, or right is relinquished or canceled, and all lands in the TeiTJ
tory of Alaska, are excluded from the provisions of thls Act. 

SEc. 2. Thnt nothing herein contained is intended or shall be held 
or construed to increase, diminish, or affect the rights of States untler 
gra nt s other than for the support of common or pulJlic schools by 
numbered school sections in place, and this act shall not apply to 
indemnity ot· lieu selections or exchanges or the right hereafter to 
select indemnity !o1· numbered school sec:tions in place lost to the 
Sta te under the provisions of this or other acts, and all existing laws 
governing such grants and indemnity or lieu selections and exchanges 
are hereby continued in fnll force and effect. 

The SPEAKER. The que~tion is on agreeing to the com
mittee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the third readinO' of 

the bill as amended. ~ 
'I'he bill as amended was ordered to be reau a third time · 

was read the third time and pas~ed. ' 
A motion to reconsiuer the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was ordered to be laid on the table. 
SOIIOOL LANIHHUNT MEASURE 

Mr. COLTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent t--o 
extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Utah? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COLTON. 1\lr. Speaker, Congress bas recently enacted a 

Jaw of far-reaching importance, particularly ~to the public~land 
~tate. I refer to the so-called school-section and land-grant 
measure. 

~ No· problem in recent years has given the various State 
administrations more serious concern than the question of the 
1·igbts of States to the school Aections in place granted to them 
by the Cong1·ess of the United States under the terms of the 
various enabling acts. When this grant was made to my own 
Stnte there were no restrictions whatever upon it. 

To ~ exact I shall quote from the Utah enabling act : 
That upon the aumlssion of the said State into the Union, sections 2, 

lG, 32, and 3G in· every township of said proposed State are hereby 
gr~nted to Aaid State for the support of common schools. 

In every public-land State Congress gave from one to .four 
Rections in every township in aid of the schools. From the very 
beginning . the policy of the Federal Government bas been a 
libera.l one concerning ed~cation,~ becB:u~e in ~<l~ition to t.P-e sec-

tions in place there were other floating grants made for the 
benefit of the State untversities and agricultural colleges ami 
other State institutions. - · 

In recent years, howe\er, by reason of certain decisions of 
the De~artment of the Interior an.d the Supl'eme Court the 
value of th~se grants was greatly reduced and a cloud placed 
upon the title of the school lands, which in many instances 
rendered .them practically valueless. As I have explained, in 
th.e enablmg act of. my State, no reservation was made of the 
mm~rals by CongTess. The decisions, to which I have referred, 
undid the work of Congress by cla,iming that lands known to 
be. valuable for mineral were not included in the grants made 
to the States, even though no mention was made of mineruls. 

~ttempts were first made to secure relief from what was 
believed m1~~st de~isions in the courts, but these attempts 
were unavmlmg, and for a time it looked as if very much of 
the lands heretofore granted to the States would be taken from 
them because of the presence, or supposed presence of min
erals. It was not really necest:!ary to actually find' minerals 
upon land to have them taken away from the States by the 
Government, but the doctrine of geological inference was in
vented, by which if it could be reasonably inferred that some
where beneath the surface there was mineral in any of these 
lands the title was clouded. In hundreds of cases actions were 
brought to take these lands from the States. Of course otll' 
States bitterly . resented this attempt. Over 1 700 cases' bud 
been filed by the Interior Department attacking the States' 
title to these school lands at the beginning of 1926. 

To defend the cases meant a very great expense to t11e 
States. Long and vexatious litigation would have been the in
entable result, with the chances very much in favor of the 
States losing in the end. 

This matter was of vital importance to the public-land States. 
In fact, we felt that the very life blood of our common-school 
~ystem w~s being drained away. It was no answer to say that 
1t w~s bemg legally done. If a law works unjustly, its results 
are JUSt as harmful as if there were no law covering the point. 
Many of the Western States are but sparsely settled and nearly 
all of them have areas of arid, desolate barren and deHert 
wastes which are almost totally valueless'. Taxation in these 
States is high aud would ba'\o·e been much higher bad they been 
deprived of the mineral school lands as was contemplated. 

Thel:le States must depend largely upon the funds derived 
from the sale of these lands for the maintenance of that great 
institution--our common-school system. It also worked a great 
injustice upon the citizens who, in good faith, made purc-hases 
of these lands. The State would transfer its title in good faith. 
In later years subsequent development of the surrounding teni
tory would show promise of being miueral in character and 
this often after extensive and expensive exploration work bad 
been done or perhaps, in the meantime, science had developed a 
new process making valuable a deposit which theretofore bad 
no value or science may conclude that certain physical condi
tions are now known to indicate the presence of mineml. When 
these circumstances would arise the title would be attacked for 
the first time and the purchasers in good faith or the State, 
or both, would be called upon to defend a title which bad been 
in repose for many years. In some instances, it was shown 
that land which had been classified as nonmineral land by one 
branch of the Government would, years afterwards, be claimed 
as mineral land by another branch of the Government. The 
result was hopeless, endless confusion and chaos because the 
States could not rely upon a classification of the Governmeut's 
own agents nor, in fact, would the Government rely upon the 
classification made by its agents. This was particularly true 
in the States of Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, Nevada, 
Montana, New Mexico, Oregon, · Washington, Wyoming, and 
Utah. , . 

This condition made it absolutely imperative that Congress 
should take up the situation and deal with it in some fair and 
just way to the- Go\ernment and the various States. 

It was argued against the legislation that it was in effect a 
new grant. I am not prepared to admit this altogether, al
though I am free to state that it was an enlargement of the 
grant in many of the States ; but even if it were an euth·ely 
new grant, no one will gainsay or deny the justness of it. 

It was argued that it would reduce the funds now available 
for reclamation purposes. As is well known, the royalties re
ceived from minerals coming into the Treasury under the Hct 
of February, 1020, are divided as follows: Thirty-seven per cent 
goes to the State within which the minerals are found, 52~ 
per cent to the reclamation fund, where it is used p1·imarily 
in the States which demanded the enactment of this legisla
tion. Only 10 per cent was reserved by the Government for 
administration purposes. Of course, it must be admitted that 
in some States it would mean that one-ninth of these funds 
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would be diverted to the school fund for which the· land was ]1\Iany of the Senators and llepresentatives from the Western 
granted. In other cases it will only amount to a diversion of States spent much time and effort in this work. I can not, 
)De-eighteenth and in some cases to only one thirty-sixth. When however, entirely close my remarks without making especial 
it comes to a choice in those States between the reclamation reference to my own senior Senator SMOOT and to Chairman 
fund and the school fund we unhesitatingly choose the school SINNOTT of the Public Land Committee, who had been especially 
fund. Certainly the diYersion of this money could not be active in securing this legislation. Chairman SINNOTT having • 
made for a better purpose than the education of the people. had years of experience in public-land matters and throw
Surely no one will deny that the States affected should have ing the weight of his great influence and ability back 
the right to choose between their schools and the reclamation of this measure has rende1·ed invaluable service to his con
fund. stituents and to all of the public-land States. I think we are 

Mr. Speaker, now that this has become a law, I want to ex- especially indebted to him for the proviso retaining in the 
press my appreciation for the spirit of magnanimity displayed States the mineral which we hope will build, in the future, a 
by this Congress and the Government in finally conceding to great school fund. 
the States the mineral contained in the sections granted where Mr. Speaker, while the people of my State are for reasonable 
rights haYe not heretofore attached. As to the value of these conservation of the great resources of this country, they stand 
grants, it is very difficult at this time to fix any accurate esti- first for the conservation and training of the human mind and 
mation. Some have fixed the amount given to the States by soul. We are asking for the conservation of the resources of 
this law as high as $100.000,000. Some r·ecent figures given our school lands for the benefit of our children and our chil
out by the Secretary of the Interior, based upon an estimate dren's children. We are thinking in terms of people more 
of the value of the "natural estate" in the remaining public- than in terms of dollars. Our first thought has always been 
land area~. are extremely interesting and are substantially as for the educational and moral uplift of our children. The 
follows : schoolhouse and church were our first buildings after our 

Sale vnlue of the surface of public lands outside national homes. With a chance to have better schools and better homes 
forests-190,000,000 acres-$310,000,000. we will reward the generosity of the Nation with a better, 

Value of national forests and resources, $1,000,000,000. more patriotic liberty-loving citizenship. 
Royalty value of coal in public ownership: Bituminous. 10,-

000,000,000 tons, at 10 cents; subbituminous, 30,000,000,000 tons, 
at 8 cents; and lignite, 50,000,000,000 tons, at 5 cents, aggre
gating $5,900;000,000. 

Royalty value of 700,000,000 barrels of oil, at 121h per cent, 
$175,000,000. 

Royalty yalue of 50,000,000,000 barrels of shale oi_l, at 5 per 
cent, $5,000,000,000. 

Royalty vnlue of 3,500,000,000 tons of phosphate, at 2 per 
cent, $280,000,000. 

Royalty value of 20,000,000 tons of phosphate, at 2 per cent, 
$30,000,000. 

Royalty value, Alaska' : Coal of all grades, 20,000,000,000 tons, 
at 5 cents, $1,000,000,000. Twenty-fi>e million barrels of oil, at 
10 per cent, $2,500,000. 

Total estimated royalty and sale value of public lands and 
resources, $13,697,500,000. 

The law just passed relipquishes to the various States the 
title of the United States to all lands designated in the grant, 
including the mineral therein found, in aid of common or public 
schools. It excepts therefrom "any lanus included within any 
reservation for national pur:poses, included in any pending 
suit or proceeding in the courts of the United States or subject 
to valid adverse claims of third parties." There are certain 
other lands which are excluded from the provisions of this law. 
Particularly those included within any military, Indian, or 
other reservation, or specifically reserred for water-power pur
poses. These lands will all be included within the scope and 
purposes of the act only from and after the date of the extin
guishment of such reservation of the restoration of such land 
to the public domain. It will thus be seen that all existing 
rightl3 are fully protected. 

I want to note, also, that this bill is a conservation measure: 
The bill also requires the States to reserve and withhold unto them

selves all minerals of whatsoever character in any and all lands which 
they might transfer or sell, giving to them, however, the right to lease 
the minerals in the lands and to utilize the proceeds received as royal
ties or rentals "for the attainment of the purposes for which the lands 
were granted as the case may be." 

In conclusion, I want to express in behalf of the people of 
my State and of the great West ,-eep appreciation for all who 
assist.ed in the working out and passage of this bill. 

Much credit is due the National Education Association and 
the State educational associations which consistentl~r and at 
every opportune time took occasion to write letters and urge 
the support of this legislation in every way possible. 

The western division of the American l\Iining Congress, the 
American Mining Congress, the Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States, the National Association of Attorneys General, 
and the department of superintendents of the National Educa
tion Association of the United States, all passed strong resolu
tions favoring this bill. A number of the States sent their 
representatives here to do everything possible in aid of the 
legislation. 1\Iy own State sent 1\Ir. \7. Halverson Farr, one of 
its deputy attorneys general who remained in Washington for 
many weeks working in season and out of season for the 
passage of the measure. To him must be accorded a great 
deal of credit for his efficient work. The Secretary of the 
Interior made suggestions and he and his corps of able assist
ants finally drew the measure which was enacted into law. 

WATER RIGHTS ON THE COLORADO RIVER 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I a:;k unanimous 
eonsent to extend my r emarks in the REcoRD. 

The SP.I<JAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman fi·om Colorado? 

There was no objection. . 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 1\.ir. Speaker, under leave granted 

me I insert herewith in the REcou.o an address delivered by 1\.ir. 
L. 'Vard Bannister, special counsel to the city of Denver, before 
the Denver Chamber of Commerce, on January 14, 1927, relative 
to the proposed development of the water resources of the Colo
rado River, and more particularly in reply to the address deliv
ered before that same body by Senator PHIPPS, of Colorado, on 
December 31, 1926, upon the same subject, which appears in the 
CoNGRESSIONAL REOORD of January 10, at page 1334. 

I only insert the portion of the address pertaining to that 
particular project. I feel that the address is a legal and very 
logical and fair presentation of the mattel', and of the rights of 
the respedive States, and I am confident thnt it fi•ankly re
flects the sentiment of an overwhelming majority of the people 
of Colorado on the subject. It reads as follo·ws: 

TUrn LAW OF I~TERSTA.TE STREAMS 

Lt>giRiation concerning interstate streams can not be judged intPlli
genlly without preliminary observations as to the law governing the 
use of waters of these sh·eams in the absence of interstate agreement 
and as to the content of the Colorado River compact. 

Every American State has its own water law to be applied to wnter 
uaers within its own boundaries. In some of the States that law is to 
the effect that all land ownerships contiguous to a atrenm shall be 
entitled to a fair sha'l'e of the water, regardless of relative dates of usc. 
In still other States the rule is that whether or not the land owner
ships are contiguous to the streams is i~material and that the water 
is to be parceled out among the users in the order of their seniority in 
time of use-to the oldest user the first right, to the second oldest U:ier 
the second right, and so on. The former system is known · as the 
riparian system ; the latter as the appropriation or priority system. 
Under the latter system, whether the latest user obtains any water or 
not, depends upon whether there is :my water left for him after first 
satisfying the needs of the older users. 

As for the division of the waters of interstate Rtreams as between 
States the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of KansaR 
against Color~do, the former being fundamentally a riparian State and 
the latter fundamentally an appropriation State, laid down as to the 
Arkansas the rule of " equitable division," that each State was to have 
a fair portion of the water for use within its boundaries, without any 
conclusive regard to the relative dates of use as between the two 
States. In the later case of Wyoming against Colorado, a suit !Jetween 
two States, both of which were fundamentally appropriation States, tho 
same court, while expressly commending its earlier decision in respect 
to a controversy between a riparian State on the one hand and an 
appropriation State on the other, declared with certain important 
modifications as to the Laramie that the rule !Jetween two appropria
tion States should be to the effect that the States were to share in the 
waters of the interstate stream in the order of their seniority of usc. 

Of the Colorado Rivet• States, six, in their water law, are funda
mentally appropriation States, while the seventh, California, ' is as 
fundamentally riparian. 'l.'rue, in California they have both riparian 
and appropriation rights. but the appropriation rights there, in legal 
theory, are carved out of preexisting riparian rights. 
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Which of the two rules would be applied by the United States Su

preme Court to a division of the waters of the Colorado. among the 
States of the Colorado River Basin, in the absence of interstate agree
ment, no one can predict with assurance sufficient to justify large capital 
im·estment either by governmental or private enterprise. To develop 
the river without court decision, which would take years to obtain, or 

·wjthout interstate agreement, is to build on chaos. One thing that is 
certain is that any division of the water between States which fails to 
take into account the future needs as well as present uses, can not 
secure the approval of man's innate sense of justice. A monopoly or 
near monopoly of the use of the water by one State or by two States 
as against others would be as abhorrent as any other kind of monopoly 
at any time or any place. No State and no private interest will dare 
espouse a different view before the Congress of the American people. 

However, anothel' thing that is certain is that as a matter of caution 
Colorado in protecting herself against the other States should proceed 
upon the theory that the law may turn out to be "priority regardless 
of State lipes." 

THE COLORADO RIVER COMPACT 

The average annual natural flow of the Colorado River is something 
like 20,500,000 acre-feet of water. Roughly speaking, the compact 
divides this flow by allowing annually to the four upper Stutes of 
Wyoming; New Mexico, Utah, and Colorado 7,500,000 acre-feet, while 
assigning to the lower three of Arizona, Nevada, and · California 
8,500,000 acre-feet, and providing for a division between the same two 
groups some years hence of the remainder of the water less whatever 
amount, if any, should happen to be awarded to Mexico through the 
nie.dlllm of a treaty should one be made between Mexico and the 
United States. The division provided for by the compact can not 
become effective, according to the terms of the compact, until that 
instrument shall have been ratified by all seven of the Colorado River 
States and by the Congress. Thus far it bas been ratified absolutely 
by five out of the seven·; the five being Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, 
Wyoming, and Colorado. 

The same five States have passed special statutes by which the 
compact wiil become operative among as few as six of the States if 
six see fit to ratify it. 

The States which are withholding their ratifications are California 
and Arizona, the former chiefly because she is unwilling to ratify except 
in exchange for a dam which will protect from flood the 50,000 of 
her people who live below sea level, and the latter chiefly because, 
before committing herself to the Colorado River compact, she wants 
an agreement with California and Nevada dividing among the three that 
quantity of the water of the river which tlie compact allocates to them 
in their combined capacity, and an agreement on the part of Cali
fornia to pay to Arizona an annual tax of $5 or $6 on every horse
power of electrical energy produced in Arizona and transported to 
California for consumption. 

THE BoULDER CANYO!i .:•noJECT--THE SWING-JoHNSON BILL 

TERMS OF THE BILL 

If the Swing-Johnson bill, lncl~ive of the protective amendments 
which were offered by the upper States, should be passed, the Gilvern· 
ment, through the Secretary of the Interior, would be authorized to 
build, own, and operate a dam at or near Bonluer Canyon on the river 
boundary between ·Arizona and Nevada, a dam suiliclent to impound 
20,000,000 acre-feet of water, for the purpose of "protecting the low
lands of California and Arizona against flood, for the irrigation of 
500,000 acres of Government and private lands in California and Ar1· 
zona, for municipal and domestic use, and for the generation of hydro
electric power. The bill authorizes also the building of an all-American 
canal whereby to carry a portion of the impounded water into the 
Imperial Valley and neighboring districts of California, the canal to 
serve as an enlarged substitute for the canal now supplying the valley 
and which, for a portion of its distance, crosses into Mexico. As for 
the power plant, which the bill likewise authorizes, it may be built and 
operated either by the Government or, th rough contract with the Sec
retary of the Interior, private enterprise may lease the water privi
leges, build, own, and operate the plant. Knowing as we do _ the 
avowed policy of the administration to keep the Government as far 
as possible out of business, we may feel assured that unless compelled 
by extraordinary circumstances, such as by the failure ot private 
applicants to bid enough to permit the Government to reimburse itself, 
the Government is not going into the power business at Boulder 
Canyon. Uncle Sam by nature is a policeman, and not a producer. 

The dam is to be the greatest in the world, yet, according to the 
t erms of the Swing-Johnson bill, it ultimately is not to cost the people 
of the United States a single cent. The total cost of the dam, canal, 
and power })lant, and interest during construction wo'!.ld be some· 
where around $12G,OOO,OOO, whereof approximately $40,000,000 would 
be for the dam, $30,000,000 for the all-American canal, $35,000,000 
for the power plant, if as unlikely the power plant were to be con
structed by the Government, and the remaining $20,000,000 for in
terest. While the bHI provides that the initial cost of whatever the 
Govcmmeut may construct shall be advanced by the Government, yet 
it also provides that the Secretary of the Interior shall not turn a 

spade until he has in his hands contracts covering delivery of irriga
tion and other water and delivery of electrical energy or else of water 
privileges that others may develop the energy in a sum sufficient to 
reimburse the Government within a pei-iod of GO years for its outlay 
with interest added. 

The river is international, and Mexico is already using over 600,000 
acre-feet for the irrigation of approximately 200,000 acres of land, 
and in increasing the use for additional lands as rapidly as possible in 
the expectation that in some way or, other it will be able to establi.sh 
a claim against the United States for the retention of all the water 
thus applied. The substitution of an all-Amel'ican , canal for the 
'present international canal serving the Imperial Valley and vicinity 
would have the effect of protecting the States of the Colorado River 
Basin against any increased uses in Mexico, and the cost of the sub
stituted canal, if Mexico will not lessen her water demands against 
the present canal, is not to be thought of in comparison with the 
economic gain to our own countrymen as the result of preventing in
creased uses in Mexico. 

While we should continue to hope and work for the universal ratiflca· . 
tion of the Colorado River c0mpact which the commissioners of the States 
negotiated under the chairmanship of Secretary Hoover, the Swing-John· 
son bill offers to the upper States of the basin, in the meantime, the maxi
mum protection that is humanly possible short of such universal 
ratification. In the first place, the blll assures us of the ratification of 
the compact upon at least a six-State basis, for it provides that the 
Secretary of the Interior shall start no construction work and that the 
Goverriment shall. appropriate no waters until first as many as six of the 
river States, . incl_usi_vc of . California, whose adherence is certain, shall . 
have ratified. By that provision the upper States become protected as 
against any and all appropriations made in Nevada or California, in 
that through the ratification of the compact these two States agree 
that there shall be exempted in favor of the upper States and as free 
from appropriations made in the two States themselves the very quantity 
of .water which the compact itself reserves for the upper States. 

What about the protection given by the bill as against water appro· 
priations in Arizona? These appropriations or uses may be considered 
as of two classes: Those to be connected with the project which the 
bill authorizes and those not thus connected. There will be no such con· 
nected uses for power generation in Arizona, because the bill requires ·. 
the location of the power plants connected with the project to be in a 
ratifying State; in other words, in Nevada, unless Arizona should 
ratify the compact in which event their location in the latter State 
would be immaterial. As a matter of .fact, physical conditions for power 
development are better on the Nevada s1dc of the river than on the 
Arizona. 

As for Arizona uses of water from the project for irrigation, the 
bill permits them, but unucrtakes, and I aru strongly inclined to believe 
successfully, to protect the upper States by exempting in their favor the 
quantity of water reserved to them by the compact itself and by direct
ing the Department of the Interior, in the administration of the waters 
of the project, to observe the terms of that instrument. 

When it comes to Arizona appropriations or uses of water, not 
connected with the Boulder Canyon project authorized by the bill, but 
taken from other points 01;1 the river or its tributaries generaJly, the 
bill seeks to protect the upper States by limiting the gu·antity of water 
that Arizona and her people, under water rights initiated hereafter, 
may store upon or transport over Government lands, to such a quantity 
as does not encroach upon the amount reserved to the upper States 
by the compact. There may be some question as. to whether such a 
limitation by. the Congress on the use of Government lands would be 
valid-we are without precedents-but the probauility is in favor of 
the validity. At any rate, the limitation is the best that can be 
devised short of Arizona's ratification of the compact. 

When it co-nes to Arizona water appropriations or uses to be made 
hereafter and not requiring the use of Government lancls for storage 
or transportation, the probability is that as a physical matter t here 
arc few, if any, appropriations or u'Ses of major importance that could 
be made. Whether this is the probability or not, the bill under.takes 
to subordinate them also to the terms of the compact, although with 
what legal success no one can say definitely one way or the other. 

'l1:Je protection which the bill gives the upper States, as against the 
lower States of California and Nevada, is as complete as ever an in
terstate agreement with those States could make it; because, by the 
insured subsequent ratification of the compact by California, for which 
the bill opens the way, the upper States obtain that very agreement. 
As to Arizona, the bill gives the upper States, by stt·ong probauility, 
full protection against any and all Arizona water appropriations or 
uses from the waters of the project itself and probably against most 
appropriations or uses of consequence not connected with the projeet. 

The bill gives us a whole loaf of protection from California, another 
from Nevada, and at least two-thirds of a loaf from Arizona. Without 
the bill we nre likely to lose not only the two-thirds of o. loaf lmt two 
whole ones as well. 

DANGIIlR FROM POWER LICENSES 

The ideal salutton of the controversy between the upper and lower 
States, which is the greatest controversy over the waters of the river, 
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would be the ru tificn.tlon of the compact upon a seven-State basis. · 
We stm may and should work for that objective, but if in doing so we 
either oppose or kill by intentional neglect the Swing-Johnson bill, the 
upper States run the risk of the resumption on the part of the Federal 
Power Commission of the granting of power licenses on the lower river. 
and in the uncertain condition of our inter!ltate law governing the use 
of interstate streams, they run the possible risk, much as they may 
contend for the contrary rule, of water priorities being acquired by 
licensees of the commis>:iou sufficient to exhaust the entire now unused 
flow of the river, with the con!lequent possible effect that these States 
would be required as ·a matter of law to allow this water thereafter to 
go down unused to satisfy the needH of the power plants licensed 
instead of heing permitted to use a fair part of it for irrigation, indus
trial, municipal, domestic, and other uses in the expansion of their 
economic life within their own borders. We of the upper States do not 
say thnt this is the Jaw-in fact, most of us contend to the contrary
but we al>:o know that, so far as the law is concerned, the whole ques
tion is in doubt. In a matter so grave as the eco.nomic future of our 
r egion let us run no risks. Let us build on certainties, not upon doubts. 
To protective pt·ovisious inserted in the licenset1 of the Federal Power 
Comw.lssion, in the attempt to protect the upper States, we d!ire not 
trust, because ·DO one can peedict wlth certainty whether provisions of 
that kind woultl ue valid or not. 

Thf! dangl:'r that the commission may resume the issuance of licenses 
is not fanciful. The sword of Damocles bungs over us. We do not 
know when it will fall. Three times now during as many years the 
commission, largely at the inst:mce of the uppet• States, suspended 
action upon one of the applications. that of James Giraud for a power 
plant on the Colorado River in Arizona near the mouth of Diamond 
t:reelc. It did so with great reluctance on account of the heavy ex
pendittu·e which Giraud and his associates bad made already and only 
becnuse the public intet·est of the basin as a whole seemed to require a 
tlivision, if possible, of the water of the river between the two groups 
of States lx>fore the acquisition of auy more water priorities for power 
purtloses in either group. At the time of the last suspension by the 
commL,;sion, which was in October, 1025, the action was suspended upon 
over 20 other applications, but, according to the order of the commis
sion itself, the suspension was only for " a reasonable time " wherein 
to permit the States ntrected to reach an agreement over a division 
of the U I'ICS of the river. So deeply impressed was the commission by 
the equities of the Girand application that a companion order was 
e.ntered to the effect that upon a witlldrawal of the general order of 
suspcn>:ion the Girantl application should be given preferred considera-
1iou. We may hope not, but the commission may conclude that "a rca· 
sonable time" will have expired with the Hdjournment of the coming 
January sessions of the California and Arizona legislative sessions. 
We have no assurance that it will not. 

TilE SWING-JOI:I~SO~ BILL A)ID SENATOR PHIPPS 

There :ue many thing in tlte Swing-Johnson bill with which Senator 
l'IIIPPS is in agreement. He believes in the division of water between 
the two groups of States which the bill attempts to make; that the dam 
ltsf'lt' should be bullt, owned, and operated by the Government; that 
the best site for the dam probably is the Boulder Canyou site, which 
already has been appro,-.ed by the Department of the Interior, although 
be would like to have the selection further confirmed by engineering 
:mthority. He believes , too, that the dam should be devoted: I•'irst, to 
flood contt·ol; second, to irtigation and other water uses, except power 
generation; and third, to the generation of power, in the order of 
domiunnce name<l which is what the bill itself provides. He also thinks 
tl.Jut the Government should regulate the discharge of waters from the 
dam ln order to comply with the order of dominance just mentioned. 
He imparts financial standing to the project by expressing the opinion 
that there will be a ready marl<et for the electric energy generated. He 
admits that California will ratify the compact immediately upon the 
passage of the bill and goes so far as to say that as a last resort
which, however, he does not believe has come as yet-he might be for 
the bill. 'l'o this extent the Senator's agr·eement with the principles of 
the bill is both gratifying and hopeful. In· itself, however, it blings no 
water to Colorado because of his residuum of negation. Water can be 
produced only by the pump of affirmative action. 

'l'hc Senator's objections are numerous. As a present substitute for 
the bill or at least as a l'reliminary to any bill of such character, be 
insists upon a seven-State ratification of the compact, although after 
four yeut·s of waiting that much-desired objective has not been acbie>ed. 
Indeed, during that time Colorado and the other upper States have lost 
ground and are threatened constantly by even greater losses. What 
about San Carlos? What about the Laguna Dam powet· plant and the 
Cameron !Jill authorizing it? What about the Federal Power Commis
sion licenses which are c.ver in the shadow? 

The Senator thinks it un-American to seek to make the Colorado 
IUver compact the law of the river as against Arizona unless with 
the full voluntary consent of that State. I think it no-American not 
to defend Colorado, un-Americn.n to allow Arizoun. to bold off any 
longer with one hand the passage of the Swing-Johnson bill while at 
the same time gra Rping at water priorities against the upper States 

with the other. It never bas been un-Amer!can to curb aggre-s ion, 
even by a State, and it is not so now. 

While the Senator believes that if the bill passes California will 
enter immediately into the compact on a six-StRte basis, he thinks 
Arizona: will stay out. It is far from certain, however, that .Arizona 
would enter the compact if the bill were not passed, anu it is certain 
that California would stay out. Let's have a compact at least on a 
sL"t-State basis as again~t none at all. 

The Senator fears that, should the bill he passed, Arizona will attack 
its constitutional.ity in the rourti. I say, let her attack ; there are six 
States to defend, and the Goverl)ment as well. It is better to fight 
for our rights aud htke a chance in the fight than to strtnll by n.nd 
see them go without a fight. Does the Senator imagine that the Colo
rado River compact itself, even it ratified by all seven States, is going 
to escape challenge on constitutional grounds from some prh-ate wah•r 
user if from no other quarter? 

Iu opposition to the bill and in support of a contention that six
State ratification, which the Swing-Johnson bill insures, " will pt•ob
ably have no legnl efficacy," be quoted the opinion of one Ward Ban
niHter given the Senate Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation 
December 15, 1925. Of course, the eminence of the authority quoted 

·is concetled, as is also the compliment Implied by the citation. How
ever, the want of legal efficacy of six-State ratification was stated 
by the opinion to exist as against Arizona and not as against the other 
two lower States entering into the compact. That such a compact 
would not of itl•elf give protection agaim~t Arizona with her out of 
it is as clear as that it would, on the other hand, give protection against 
Nevada and California with them in it. Obviously the protection 
against Arizona must be and now is found in the protectl've provi
sions of the bill, _aMide from those founded on the idea. of a six-State 
compact. 

'rhe Senator also again quotes from the same general optnion in 
support of the contention that the blll probably would not protect as 
against Arizona, the quotation being, "I do not believe it (the Swing
Johnson bill) can be drawn so as to protect the upper States with 
certainty in the absence of universal ratification of the Colorado River 
compact.'' 'rbe Senator quoted correctly, but in his application failed 
to observe the words "with certainty." Both of the specific opinions 
quoted were ro..-pressed before the amendments protective of upper States 
bad been prepared or made. Those amendments now are part of the 
bill. They nccomplislied abont all that can be accomplished without 
Arizona's ratification of the compact. Although these amendments may 
not be fully accompanied by absolute "certainty" as to their validity 
against Alizona, and although the protection they atrord may not be 
as "certain" as it would be under a compact ratified by Arizona, the 
validity is probaiJly enough, in our jeopardy, to justify our support of 
the bill. When we are inclined to doubt this proposition all we have 
to do i~ to coutemplate the protection we shonlu have if the bill were 
not passed. The " certainty" of protection is greater under the bill 
than it would be without it, because under the bill we get at least 
the protection which a six-State compact affords against California 
and Ncva<la, togethe1· with the probability of a most substantial measure 
of protection against Arizona, whereas witl.10ut the !Jill th<'rc is a 
strong chance of getting neither. 

Tlle Senator does not like the bill's authorization of the building 
of an all-American canal. He, to use hit; own language, is "not at all 
satisfied that such a canal could pt·ove an economic sucre ·s " and may 
want to amend tlle bill with a substitute device, such us pumping, for 
supplying the Imperial Yalley, without using the present Imperial 
Valley ditch, which passes through l\Iexico. 

The Secretary of the Interior believt•t; that an all-American canal 
is feasible and that lt should be built, unless Mexican intereMts now 
obtaining water through the p~:esent interuational ditch will le>:sen 
their demands on the water transported in order that the Imperial 
Valley may have more. This is n. minor matter. The grPat thiug is 
to build the dam for the lower States and to reserve water for the 
upper. If the Senator wants to amend, let him amend. We should 
be satisfied so long as his insistence on the smaller thing does not 
go so far as, sboulu it prove unavailing, to prevent a favorable vote 
upon the greater thing in which ColorRdo is infinitely mo1·e interested. 

When it comes to the geueration of power at the dam, tile uill, 
allowing the Government either to build and operate the power plants 
itself, or, as the Federal water power act itself permits, lease the 
water privileges to muni<'ipalities or to private corporations· witll 
the same preference in favor of the municipalities as the lfeder:ll wnta~r 
power act provides, the Senator favors the elimination from the !Jill 
of the alternati>e of governmental ownership and operation, and 
recommends a further amendment of the bill l>y putting the disposal 
of water privileges for power generation under the Federal Power 
Commission, which has general jurisdiction of the leasing of water 
privileges at Government dams. lleing for private enterprise myself, 
I see no objection, providing first, that the amendment clearly pro
vides that the power plants are to be constructed in a ratifying State 
and that the uses of the impounded waters for power generation anti 
other purposes be put nuder those provisions of the bill protective of 
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the upper States, and if the Secretary of tile Interior ·be authorized 
to rC'gulate the discharge of the water from the dam; second, that the 
necessary arrangements be made with Secretaries Work and Hoover 
stnd the proponents of the bill, so that the bill, as thus amended In 
favor of the private power lndustlT, will have the snpport that insures· 
passage. This second condition is just .as essential as the first. In· 
deed there are ,one or two other changes that might be made in !avor 
of private power. nut if in the end a choice muF:t be made between 
what would satisfy the pri~ate power industry on the one band and 
what yiel<ls water to Colora<lo auu tile other upper. States on tho 
other, then I am for Colorndo. 
- The Senator's address was not as clear in consistency as it might 

haY"c been, nut one of the things causing m~ the greatest concern waR 
an apparent suggestion that the Swing-Johnson bill could I.Je dis
pensed with entirely and, failing a seven-Stute compact, the whole 
proi.Jlem of the resen-ation of water for the upper States and of :flood 
control and water uses for the lower States could be worked out by 
the Felleral Power Commission undet· the Federal wnter power act. 
This method would not bring about a ratification of the compact on a 
six-Rtate ba:;:is, witb the protection such a compact would afford. The 
commission under its present powers could not impose on ~\rizona 

tll'otcctive provisions in fa>or of the upper States with one-tenth the 
eirectlvcness that they can be impoRed by the Congress itself. .A..ny 
attempt to carry out Ruch a suggestion, as compared with other pro
tectl>e methods, would be but to trifle With the water future of . thiR 
city and State. I protest against it and will tight it at every turn. 
I, too, am for private enterprise, but I am for it in the upper States 
~s well as in the lower. The private enterprise of farms not yet 
under irrigation and of factories not yet expanded or built in these 
upper States is jnst as prcc:ious as is any private enterprise, whether 
in tbe power industry or in any other industry in the States below, 
and by the Eternal it shall be protected ! 

We are reminded by the Senator that projects cost money "and that 
thP. propose-d deYelopment in Boulder Canyon will not be without· some 
burden upon Colorado. Is this an argument against the project? 
Jl so, let's get out our pencils. The Go>ernment is not likely to build 
or operate the power plant, but only a dam and the all-American 
canal, lea.ying the power plants to priv-ate enterprise; but assuming that 
the power plant Is to be included, the total cost would be $125,000,000. 
That money the Government is to get back out of revenues !rom the 
project, and can not commence work upon the project until the revenue 
contracts are in hand. EvP.D if those contracts should fall to ·yield 
any expected return, Colorado's share in the loss would be about 1 per 
cl'nt of the cost of construction, or $1,250,000. What is that compared 
\\'ith 1,000,000 acres of irrigated land, or any substantial part 'of it, · 
nt $125 per acre, or a gross annual income of $GO per acre? When 
did the Senator ever Wl to invest a million to make a hundred 
million? You and I arc not going to be any less wise than he it we 
can help it. 

· The Senator believes the Fe<leral Power Commission should not issue 
any licenses during- a wait !or a seven-State compact. So do we all. 
Rut the Senator did not pled~e himself to obtain from the commission 
any advance as:.'Urance that the commission would extend the present 
period of suspension, which was only for a "reasonable time." Who's 
going to put the bell on the cat that we may know when the licenses 
are coming? Colorado now appoints the seuior Senator to tlie job, and 
the whole State wlll look on while he does it. Will he do it, as he 
ought to, before the Swing-Johnson bill comes to vote, so that all 
Senators and Congressmen may know in advance what they may expect 
if the btll should not be passed? And if the commission should extend 
the time, how is the Senator during this period of what has been a 
rather watchless, instead o! watchful, waiting, going to hold back the 
Congress itself and the Senate-the Congress that with his help voted 
the San Carlos project, the Senate that with his help voted the 
Cnmeron bill for the power plant at the Laguna Dam? And what is he 
going to do about that Cameron bill now in the House? These a.re 
questions that count. 

No ; the policy of further waiting on A.ri:wnn is wrong. Tlie bill 
gi>es Arizona all the privileges in the way of uses of water and of 
power which U gives to California or to Nevada. Welcome banos are 
out for her at any time she may choose to enter the compact, and we all 
hope that she will come in. nut to wait longer is imposslule. rilysical 
condJtlons tell us that the Imperial Valley with its r;o,ooo people and its 
one hundred millions of property and adjacent Arizona lands are 
menaced yearly uy :flootl. The human nature of the Congress tells us 
that the Congress will be providing a dam for :flood control ROonet· or 
later. Sound business considerations tell us, as the Senator himself 
ad>ises, that when the dam Is built the impountled waters, in order to 
reimburse the Government out of revenue for costs of construction, 
shoultl be used to generate power and to water thirsty lands. Caution 
on the part of the upper States dictates that no dam should be built, 
even for flood purposes, without a ot"Rtification of the compact on at 
lf!ast a six-State basis and without protective provisions against the 
Stntc not ratifying. 
' 'l'hf'Sc uppe1· Stntes can not afford to run the risk of priorities being 

acquirell against them in the genCI·ation of power or tho irrigation ot 

land or for any otller purp"ose unuc:r . the guise o( . :flood protection. 
Sin:ce, therefo-re, a dam is going to be built, anyway, let us o! the 
upper States not adopt a position of opposition but rather one of 
constructive aid at all times, and with a reseHation of water in our 
behalf primarily in mind. Let us build this dam · at · a · time when, in 
doing so; we can count on a compact from Nevada and California, 
whether we can obtain one from Arizona or not. Let us do it while 
we can have their affirmative help to extend against Arizona provisions 
protective of the rt>servntlon of water so much nceued. As for the 
Senator, he dill D{)t by his aduress close the door against his own aid. 
Let us all hope and believe that we shall ha>e it before it is too late. 
He can not be anything else than for Colora<lo. Tile Colorado Engi
neering C<>uncil, rf'presentiug over 2,000 technical men of the State, 
t.he Colorado Association of Commercial OrganizationR, the city ot 
Denver, the Denver Chamber of Commerce, all of the newspapers of t.he 
city, many of the papers outside, Secretaries Work and Hoover, and 
most of the Colorado lliver States have come out for the bill. Let 
us be swt>rvcd neither to the right uor to the left by consiclerations 
that arc minor, but press forwar<l,- keeping steadily in view the one 
supr me objective by which all loyalty is to be tested-water for tho 
upper Stutes, and therefore for Colorado. 

. SCHOOL LAND TlTLF.'S A.i.~D LIOOTSLATIO:N 

Mr. MORRO,V. :Mr. Rpenker, I nsk unanimous con ·ent to 
extend my remarks in the Rt.'COIID. 

The SPEAK1~R. I~ there ohjection to the request of tlle 
gentleman from New 1\Iexico? 

There was no <Jhjection. 
:Mr. 1\iORROW. Mr. Speaker, in the rmssage of Senate bill 

5G4, introduced in the Senate by Senator JoNES of New Mexico 
and amended in the House, an important step has been accom
plished in the securing of title to the school lands which have 
been granted to 12 of these Western States. 1'he placing of 
the mineral rights in charge of the States will bring to each 
State an immense school fund if each State will in turn uf'le 
bur5iness judgment. 

The mineral being reserved to the State in the act just pal'lsed 
for the u::;e of schools is very proper and timely, 

History presents to us examples of the failure of nearly an 
the States receiving the earlier grant<; for its public schools to 
snye and invest the revenue in a permanent fund. The State 
of New Mexico, which I have tlte honor to represent, ha8 
within its school lands nearly all the valunhle minerals so 
important to the Nation and which possess a great future 
potential value. 

The securing title by the States to the lands gt·anted In aid 
of the public school::;, and the lands granted to State institutions 
has been a long stl·uggle for the Western States admitted into 
the Union since the year 1845. 

By the passage of this act, the State of New 1\Iexico Hhould 
secure title, in fee, to 8,711,152 acres of la.nd ~ · the 12 States 
involved, a total of 54,587,647 acres. What a vast heritage 
this will be fo1· our public schooL<;! Also, what an immense 
burden in taxation will be lifted from the taxpayer, if tllis 
vast estate is handled honestly, faithfully, · and economically. 

It is up to the States to sec that their future State officers 
in charge of this vast empire of wealth posRess the ability, 
integrity, and judgment to carry forward in the manner indi
cated · in the act of Congress. Some will fail unless future 
State legislation ·is so enacted as a complete safeguard for 
the trust that its officers will be required to manage and 
carry out. 

This land will not be disposed of in a few y~ars; bnt should 
be sold so as to create a permanent fund. This fund if handled 
properly will continue to grow and accumulate for a century 
to come.. 

The title to our school land hnving been accomplished, there 
remains a further step by tho Stutes in tercsted in this net of 
Congress just pal'lsed. That is, all of the remaining public 
land in all the public-land States should pass to the control of 
each State wherein situated and all Federal control cease con
cerning it. 

Should the States secure title to the remaining prthlic lund, 
each. State should at once take over t11e reclamation projects 
and assume the obligation to pay tlJc Goyemment the return 
that it is entitled to therein. 

This will entail supervision by the States over reclamation 
matters within tl1C .States where such vrojccts are located. In 
my opinion the States can in the fntnrc handle these matters 
more satisfactorily, economically, and hcneftcially than the lferl
eral Government. This would be a step toward reducing tl1e 
governing power of at least one of the departments of Govern
ment in giving it an opportunity to reduce some of its bureau~. 

This will be in line with the thought so well cxprG!:ised hy 
Representative Tno:r.us, .~f Oklahoma, in his 8J>Cech of March 
10, 1026, before this botly, as follows: 
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"It is charged that there is being developed here in Washington A 

centraTizeu bureaucratic government in which the people are losing 
control. 

'' It is charged that the centralization of the powers of Government in 
Washington is destroying the sovereignty of the States, and thereby 
robbing the people of their inalienable rights to local self-government.'' 

The public-land States in order to maintain State govern
ment need to utilize all the land within their bordm·s. The. fact 
tllnt nbout one-half of the entire land in my State is still prop
erty of the United Stntes Government, and is not taxed, leaves 
the State a great burden in maintaining the expenses incident 
to State government. The lands in my opinion can be best 
allministered by the State and a large reduction made in Gov
ernment expen:;e ; this would in uo manner interfere with the 
}"'orest Service. 

1\iany writers and Members of Congress have at various times 
referred to the fact that the thirteen original States did not 
recdYe grants of public land for development in the thirteen 
ori~inal States. It shall be my purpose to show the origin of 
the use of the land termed public land, and what became of 
same during the origin ancl grmvth of the Nation down to the 
present law, jnst passed by Congress. In doing this millions 
of acres that passed by private- grants to individuals are not 
enumerated, but that which passed by legislation in the inter
est of States, canal:-;, and railroad corpoi·ations is fairly ac
curately stated in my remarks. 

The first record of the reservation of public lands was taken 
from the town records of Cambridge, Mas~ .• l\Iay 3, · 1638, when 
two-thirrls acre was reserved for public schools and col
leges. 'l'he school referred to was Harvard College, and the 
professor was Nathaniel Eaton. There was granteu to Cttm
briuge for the w;;e of the college 100 acres, and to the presi
dent of the institution 400 acres. Various other grants were 
made. In 1652, the general court granted to the college 800 
acres and in 1654 a further grant of 200 acres. In 1683, 1,000 
acres were granted with adjoining land. 

In 1715, 105,793 acres obtained by Connecticut from Massa
chusetts in settlement of a boundary dispute were sold and 
£500 of the proceeus gfven to the college at New Haven. This 
was followed in 1732 by au additional grant of 300 acres in 
each of five townships. In 1746 the institution \Vhich later be
carne Princeton University was granted a charter under the 
name of the College of New Jersey. Six years later, original 
location having been changed and the permanent home being 
chosen. the town granted to the school 10 acres for a campus 
and 200 acres of woodland. Dartmouth College was originally 
fouuded by Eleazor Wheelock, as an institution for the educa
tion of the Indians and nlso for missionary service among the 
Indians. In 1771 the town of Hanover granted to the college 
300 ncres of lnnd. The year previous the provincial govern
ment had given to the trustees .of the institution a township 
of land. The title to this proved rlefective, and in 1789 com
pensation was made by a graut of 40,960 acres on the Con
necticut River. 

In 1780 Virginia granted 8,000 acres of land-she had ac
quired lands now in the present State of Kentucky-for the 
Ptn"l10se of public schools. Three years later these lands were 
giveu to 'l'ransylvania Seminary. In 1784 grants of land near 
'Villiamsburg and Jamestown were marle to William aml Mary 
University. During the period of the Revolutionary War grants 
for the support of colleges were made by the States of Ver
mont and New Hampshire. In 178U a grant of 23,000 acres 
was made to Dartmouth College. The Legislature of Pennsyl
vania in 1779 authorized a reservation of lands secured from 
confiscated estates for the support of colleges and academies 
and a charitable institution to be known as the School of Phila
delphia. which is now the Univer~:~ity of P ennsylva nia. 

In 1786 Dicldnson College received a grant of 10,000 acres 
of land. The next year I!'ranklin College was grnnted a like 
amount. In 178-! tlte Georgia Legislature reserved .20,000 
acres of land in each county to colleges and seminaries for 
the purposes of learnie1g. This was the first step toward the 
e tablh;hment of the University of Georgin. In 1785 Charleston 
College wns incorporated and wns vested with land. 

In 1789 North Carolina provided that all property thnt should 
escheat to the State should be vested in trustees for the benefit 
of the university. In 1700 New York - granted se\eral large 
traGts of land for the support of Columbia College. Prior to 
1787 eight of the oliginal States had used their public land 
for the maintenance of institutions called colleges. 

The question of the -public domain started with the original 
13 Colonies. The original 13 States had some dispute as to 
how the lands were to be disposed of. In the Articles of Con
feElerntion there was a provision thnt all of the western lands 
shonld become the property of the United States. This origi
nally fniled. By 178G all States claiming land in what was 

then known as the Northwestern Territory ceded their western 
land. North Carolina made her cession of the lands, which 
now are embraced "\-Vithin the State of Tennessee, in ·1790. 

South Carolina ceded her land in 1787 and Georgia in 1802. 
This was the beginning, as stated before, of the public domain. 
This was added to by the Louisiana Purchase in 1803, the 
acqu~sition of Florida in 1819, the Oregon territory in 184G, the 
cessions from Mexico in 184:8 and 1853, the purchase of Alaska 
in 1847, and Hawaii in 1898, and the later cessions from Spain 
in the Spanish-American War. 'l'he addition of these immense 
bodies of land added to the public domain of the United States 
millions of acres. Texas in coming into the Union in 1845 
retained all the vacant and unappropriated lanus within her 
borders for the State. The first grant of land began in 18t'J9 
with the l\Iorril Act, which carried a grant of 20,000 acres to 
each State for each Senator and Representative in Congress. 
In 1862 this grant was increased one-half in the same way. 
The amount that each State was granted under these acts is as 
follows: 
A.rizona ________ ._ _________________ :_ __________________ _ 

g~}~;?;~~~~~~~~~~~:~:~~~~:~~~~~~~~~~~~=============== 
Idaho ---------------------------~-------------------
Iowa~-----------------------------------------------
Kansas-----------------------------------------------
~jl~~~~~~a:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Missourl---------------------------------------------
~Iontana---------------------------------------------
Neuraska --------------------------------------------
Nevada----------------------------------------------
New ~rexico------------------------------------------North Dakota--_...: ______ .:. ___ ..:.:;.. ______ ~ _ _:_:;..:.. ____________ _ 
Oklahoma--------------------------------------------
Oregon-----------------------------------------------
South Dakota-----------------------------------------
Utah------------------------------------------------
Washington------------------------------------------
Wisconsin -------------------------------------------
Wyoming ---------------------------------------------

Acres 
150,000 
1u0,000 
no,ooo 
90,000 

240,000 
no,ooo 

240,000 
1!?0,000 
330,000 
90,000 
!)0, 000 
no.ooo 

lfiO, 000 
no. ooo · 

250.000 
!)0,000 

120,000 
200,000 

flO,OOO 
240,000 

fJO,OOO 

Total------------------------------------------ 3,000,000 
_Then cpme a grant of scrip to the States in the following 

amounts: · 

Alabama---------------------------------------------
Arkansas ________ ------------------------------------
Connecticut------------------------------------------Delaware ____________________________ ...: ______________ _ 

Florida---------------------------------------------
Georgia---------------------------------------------
Illinois---------------------------------------------
Indiana--------------------~-------------------------

t~~i~~;~-~~~~~~:~~~:~~~::~~~~~~~:~~=~~~~~=====~==~:= , 
]daioe----------------------------------------------
Maryland--------------------------------------------Massachusetts----------------------------------------
~!~is~~£ipsblrc::::::::::~==~~~===~=~==::::=~~~~~~~~~ 
~~; ~~~~c~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
North Carolina---------------------------------------
OhiO------------------------------------------------
~h~~~ri~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
South Caroliua ---------------------------------------
Tennessee-------------------------------------------
Texas------------------- ---------------------------
Vermont---------------------------------------------
~!!:~n~~\riiiiia.:::::::::::::-=::::::-:.::::::::::::::::::-_: 

Acres 
240,000 
Hiu, ooo 
1RO,OOO 

90,000 
90,000 

270, 000 
480, OOH 
390,000 
mw, ooo 
210,000 
210, 000 
210,000 
3GO,OOO 
210,000 
150,000 
210,000 
S)fiO,OOO 
270,000 
630,000 
700,000 
120,000 
180,000 
300,000 
180,000 
150,000 
~00,000 
HiO, 000 

Total------------------------------------------ 7, 7uO, ooo 
Grand total------------------------------------ 10,840,000 

Next came the Federal grant for public roads in Ohio and 
through various States, including Indiana. This continued up 
until the Civil War. According to the report of the Commis
sioner of the General Land Office, made in the year 1911, the 
grants for highways were as follows : 

Time of grant 

Feb. 28, 1823 

Mar. 2,1827 
Mar. 3,1863 

Do ______ _ 

July 2, 1864 
July 4,1866 
July 5,1866 

Feb. 25, 1867 
Mar. 3,1869 

Road State 

Miami of Lake Erie to Connecticut Ohio _________ _ 
Western Reserve. 

Lake Michigan to Ohio River ________ Indiana ______ _ 
F~~ :l~:i;~r~r u~~bor, Mich., Michigan ____ _ 
Fort lloward, Green Bay, Wis., to Wisconsin ____ _ 

Michigan State line. 
Oregon Central Military lload _______ Oregon _______ _ 
Corvallis and Yaquina Bay ____ ------ _____ do ________ _ 
Willamette Valley and Cascade Moun- _____ do ________ _ 

tains. Dalles Military Road ______________________ do ________ _ 
Coos Bay Military Road __________________ do ________ _ 

TotaL._·----------------------- ----------------

Number of 
acres certified 
or patented 
up to 1une 

30, 1911 

80,773. M 

170,580. 24 
221,013.35 

302,930.96 

666,655.78 
81,895.25 

861,511.86 

556,827.04 
105,240.11 

3, 047, 428. 13 
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}'ollowin~ came grants for canals and rivers, among others the 

tannls to the Great Lakes. 1\iuny of the States received grants 
for tilis purpot;e up to the year 1827, when a bill was introduced 
into Congi'CRR re:-:erving alternate sections for the Federal Gor-
crnment for internal improvements. 'l'his was amended to a 
grant of fise ::;ections on each side of the canal, re~o;erving alter
nate section:-> to the Government. This was followed by adill
tionnl grants in 1822 and 1824. A. grant of land was made 
to Illinois connecting the IllinoiR River with Lake Mithigan. 
In 1828 a graut was IDade to Ohio extending the Miami Canal 
from Dayton to Lake Erie. At the saiDe time a brrnnt of 
5,000,000 acres for aiding the payment of debts contracted in 
tile construction of canals wa::> made to the State of Ohio. 
In 1838 the Territory of Wisconsin received a grant of land. 
In 1850 a grant was made to Indiana for the completion of 
tile ·wabash and. Erie Canal. In 1852 the Stat~ of Michigan 
received a grant of 750,000 acres for the con~truction of a canal. 
In 186.1) a1id 18u6 400,000 acre::> were granted for building a 
canal from Lake Superior to Portage Lake. In 1866, 100,000 
acres was granted for building a canal from Lake Superioi' to 
Lac La Belle. At the same time ·wisconsin was granted 200,000 
acres to construct a harbor and. a canal from Green Bay to 
J.ake Micilig-nn. The amount of the grants for some of tlle 
canalH and. the date is set out here, as follows : 

Date of grant Canal Stnte 

Mar. 2, 1827 illinois and Lake Michigan__________ lllinois _______ _ 

DO------- I}n· b h a d Er' lnd'- a Mar. 3, 1845 , n a as n 16.-------------------- rnn -------
May 24, 1828 _____ do _______ ------------------------ Ohio ______ ----
May 25,1828 Miami and Dayton ___________________ ·--- .do ________ _ 
May 24, 1828 Canals generaL ______________________ ---- .do ________ _ 
June 18,1828 .Milwaukee and Rock lti\'er __________ Wisconsin ____ _ 
.Apr. 10,1806 Green Day and Lake Michigan ____________ do ________ _ 
Aug. 26, 18.'12 St. Marys &hiP---------------------- Michigan ____ _ 
t~a;. ~; ~~ }Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship. _____ do ________ _ 
July 3, 11)66 Lake Superior and Lac La Belle ___________ do ______ _ 

TotaL--------------------·----· ----------------

Total area · 

3U,282. 74 

1, 480, 408. 87 
265,815.45 
4-38,301.32 
500,000.00 
138,995. !)9 
200,000.00 
'i50, 000.00 

400,000.00 

100,000.00 

(, 5!17, 804. 37 

Many grants of public lands were made for the improvement 
of the river~. The first of this kind was received by the 
State of Alabama in 1828, when 400,000 acres of land were 
given for the improvement of tile navigation of Muscle Shoals 
and. Colvert's Shoals in tlle ·Tennessee River, and also othe.r 
improvements of channels in rivers. 

In 1884 oue section of land was granted to Wisconsin to im
prove the navigation of the Grant River. Two years later, in 
order to imvrove the navigation and connect the Fox and Wis
consin Ui'vers by a canal, three sections for each mile were 
given along- the :B""ox River from its mouth to the canal and 
ulong the canal to the Wisconsin River. This was- provided 
for by a sale of the lnn<l. Tile time for the completion of thls 
canal had been fixed at 20 yearR. In 1867 an extension of 
5 years was granted and under the grant made in 1826 WL!:!
conf::in received 683,732 acres of land. Thaf same year the 
State of Iowa received a grant of land to aid in the improve
ment of a canal of the Des :Moines River, consisting of one
half of nil sections unappropriated within 5 miles of the 
river. This was a s'imilar gmnt to the conditions of the 
grant of lnnd to Wisconf;in. The State received 1,161,513 acres 
:wd used for canal construction only 321,422 acres. The bal
ance was given to the Des l\loines Valley Uailroad. In 1868 
the State of Minnesota received a grant of 200,000 acres for 
the construction of a lock and n dam at Meeker's Island. This 
was to improve navigation at the moutll of the "i\linnesota and. 
the :B"alls of St. Anthony. This grant reverted to the Govern
ment owing to the fact that the work was never done. During 
the war of 1812 tlle national debt increaF;ell to $127.000,000 
in 1815. It waF: decreased from year to year until the Govern
ment was unnble to expend its surplus revenue. 

The Stat~ demanded all tlle public lands within their lim
its to be ceded to them. This matter came up for action in 
Congress iu the rca1· 1820. In place of ceding the lands the 
State~ agreed to divide the funds deriYed from the sale of 
public Inncls in an annunl distribution among all . tlle States. 
At this time the public lands were 1,000,871,753 acres, with a 
Yalue of $1,363,580,6!)1, at the minimum price of $1.25 per acre. 
Tile arguiDent agaim;t ceding these lands to the States at this 
time was that it would be unfair to tile older States and that 
the land :-:llonld. be u:;;ed for the .common benefit of all the 
States. As a compromi e, as stated heretofore, it was agreed 
that each public-land State Rhonl<l receive 10 per cent of tlle 
net proceed:; from the sale of public lands witllin its bor<lers, 
nnd that the remainder ~houl<l he distributed among all of the 
States accoriling to population for a period of five years. 'l'his 
measur~ was vetoed by Px:esident Jackso!}. The ~tte1: of the 

<lil'tribution of the funds derived from the sale of public laud:-; 
agitated Congre. s ses~ion after session. 

In 1841 the proposition was combined with a general IWC
emption bill. 'l'he act carried two distinct grants: 1\!oney aml 
a grant of land. The first was the distribution proposition, 
granting to each public-land State, in addition to the 5 per 
cent grant, 10 per cent of tile net proceeds from tlle sale of 
publi~ land within its bord.ers. The balance was distributed 
to tl1e 26 States, tile Territories of Iown, Wisconsin, nnd. 
}"lorida, and the District of Columbia, according to their "re
spective Ire<leral representative population." 1for the Di:-:trict 
of Columbia education wus named as the purpose of the g-rant. 
The other grantees were left to d.ispuse of their shares as 
they would. Debts due the United States were to be ofi--set 
before any State or Territory received its distributive share. 

In 1841 a grant of 500,000 acres of land to each pnhlic-lanrl 
State for internal improyement wru; made except the State of 
Tennes::;ee. This was re:;tricted from Htates that had already 
received land for this purpose, except to !Jring their total up to 
500,000 acres. Nineteen State~ received this grant. :B'ive 
States requested that they be autllorized to devote the lands 
granted for internal improvements to the Rupport of common 
schools, which was granted to Wisconsin and Alabama in 1848, 
Iowa in 1849, Nevada in 1866, Oregon in 1871. Tllis gmnting 
of lands heretofore to the States for internal improvements 
finally brought the policy of the Gov~rnment granting landA 
for railroad construction; and every CongrCRs for several years 
dealt with this problem. In 1834 n gx·ant was IDade of prop
erty used at Harpers FelTY to the Winchester & Potomac 
Railroad. Then followed grants of the public domain in 
Florida and Alabama. Numerous special grants followed.. 
such as sites for depotc; and watering places. FroiD 18R9 to 
1841 every session of Congress took some action toward grant
ing lands to rnilroads. In 1856 the country went wild over 
granting land~ to railroads. The fi1·st grant to the Pucific Rail
road was made to the Union Pacific in 1862. This was the first 
of tile railroad corporations. The last railroad land grant to a 
State was made to California in 1867. The last railroad cor
poration to receive a land grant was the Texas Pacific in 1871. 
Tlle railroad land grant of 1850 carried a donation of every 
alternate section within 6 miles of tile l'Oad. The amouut was 
3,840 acres for each mile of railroad, and iu case the sections 
\\ithin 6 miles of the road bad been selected, permission was 
given to select within 15 miles of the road. 

In 1863 in the grant to Kansas this was increased. to every 
alternate section within 10 miles of the road, and the range of 
selection was increased to 20 miles. 

In 1864 a grant to tlle Union Pacific, another transcontinental 
road, was increased to every alternate section within 20 miles 
of the roarl for those parts of the road passing through the 
territory, whlch amounted to 40·acres for each rod of road built. 
In 1866 the grants to the Northern Pacific, Atlantic & Pacific, 
and Southern & Pacific were increased to 40 sections for each 
mile. of road in tlle Territories and one-hnlf that amount in the 
States. Of the 18 public-land States that had entered the 
Union priot· to the date the grants were made to the railroad:'!, 
13 received gr·auts of land for railroads. Of the other 5 
States, Ohio and Indiana had received equivalent grants fen· 
cunals. In Oregon grants for military roads were made, and. 
in Nebraska and. ~evacla for the Pad.fic railroads. So f11 r as 
the claims have been adjusted the grants to States of [IUhlic 
.lands, as heretofore stated, is as follows: Acres 
Alabama__________________________________________ 2, 746, 400. 41 
Arknnsas----------------------------------------- 2,uG2,0!l5. :lO 
FlorldB------------------------------------------- 2, 20u, 1411. OG 
Illinois------------------------------------------- 2, 5~5. 1:1:~. 00 
Iowa-------------------------------------------- - 4,920,758. 2ti 
Kansas------------------------------------------- 4, U3:{, 7UO. 73 
Louisiana ---------------------------------------- 46?., 740. 78 
Miclligan ----------------------------------------- 3, 11\3, 17H. !<!3 
Minnesota ---------------------------------------- S, 0:!8, !)!)!l. 05 
Mh;sissfppL--------------------------------------- 1, 075, :l-1:5. 02 
:MissourL----------------------------------------- 1, 8:~7. 7!!8. 17 
Wisconsin -----------------·----------------------- 3, 649, 74fl. lu 

Total-------------------------------------- 37,8GO,HOO. R!l 
So far the a<ljusted grants to corporations are as follows: 

Union PacifiC--------------------------------------
Central PacifiC-----------------------------------
Central Pacific (successor by consolidation with West-

ern Pacific)------------------------------------Central Branch Union Pacific _________________ _____ _ 

Acre::~ 

u,nno,r.8r; .n5 
5, 842, 717} 72 

4!)8, 147.'97 
2!<!!3,0 0.[10 

6,175,000.63 Union Pacitic (Kan~:u; Division) ------------ -------
Union Pacific (succeRsor to Denver Pacific· ltuilway 

Co.) ------------------------------------------- 807, (i(i ,_t 76 
Rurlington & Missouri Ri>cr in Nebraska_____________ 2. 374, ODO. 77 
!:Honx CHy & Pacific (now Missouri Valley Lancl 

Co.) - --------------------------------------- --- 42. 610.!)5 
Northern PacifiC----------------------------------- 33, 279, 8GG. no 
Oregon Branch of the Central Pacific______________ H, 1li4, !HH. 10 
Oregon & California-------~------------------------ 2, 765,677.10 
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Atlantic & Pacific (now Santa Fe Pacific)---------
Southern Pacific (main lint)- - --------------------
Southern Pncific (lH·;.mch line)---------------------
Oregon Central------------------------------------

Acres 
4,280,502.45 
3,677,509.83 
1, 451, :l81. 08 

128, tH8.13 
1,001,783.27 New Orleans Pacific ____ __________________________ _ 

TotaL------------------------------------- 77, 5!l!, 792. 26 

So far as the record shows as to the acljusbnent of lanns 
granted to the State~ and corporations, it is 115,455,093.65 
acre::;. Add to this 29,000,000 acres still in dispute 'which has 
not yet been determined, mnking a totnl of 145,000,000 acres. 
Tlwre was a reso.rn1.tiou .mutlc by the Government that all 
of the rnilroa<ls receiving grants should make their roads a 
public highway for the use of the United States. This was car
ried out during the Civil War. Lfl ter tbi~ was modifieti to some 
extent by Congi·e.<;:; paying a reasonable charge thereafter. 

So tbat Congress may be advised how other public lands 
have been dispoRed of; I <lesire to mention further States re
cehing grants known as snit springs, the acreage and date as 
follows: 

State 

Ohio _____________ ----. ___ • __ .----------··-----------------
Indiana. _____ •..••.• _ •.• __ --- ... ------.-------------------Illinois. ____________________________________ •• ____________ _ 
.Alabama ... __ -----. ______________________ ..... _.----- ____ • 
l\Iissouri _______________ -·---- ------- __________________ -----
lVIichigan. _ -------- ______ ---------------------------------
Arkansas._.------------------------.---------------------

~fs~onsiii:.-.:-:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :·::::: 
Minnesota.-----------------.--------------- .. ------------
Oregon. .. ____________________________ --- •• __ --- •• _----- •.• 
Kansas. __ -----------------------------------------------
Nebraska._-----------------------------------------------
Colorado •. _ •••• ___ ••.••••.• __ •••••.•.. __ •. __ • __ .•.• -- •...• 

Time 

Apr. 30, 1902 
Apr. 19, 1816 
Apr. 18, 1818 
Mar. 2,1819 
l\far. 6, 1820 
June 23,1826 
June 23, 1836 
Mar. 3,1845 
Aug. 6,1846 
Feb. 26, 1857 
Feb. 14, 1859 
Jan. 29, 1861 
Apr. 19, 1864 
Mar. 3,1875 

TotaL_--------------------------------------------- ---------------

Area 

24,216 
23,040 

121, 629 
46,080 
23,040 
46,080 
46,080 
46,080 
46,080 
46,080 
46,080 
46,080 
40,080 
46,080 

652,725 

In 1889 Con~ss abandoned the policy of granting salt spring 
lands to the new States aud also giving !:!wamp lands and lands 
for internal improvements. The States coming in later received 
in lieu of the grants heretofore IllUde, the older States' lands 
were granted for the support of penal, charitable, and educa
tional institutions, as follows : 
North Dakota and South Dakota granted Ft'bruary 22, 1889: 

Pm·pose of grant-
School of mines------------------------------
Uni>ersity ------------------------------------
Agricultural college---------------------------
Reform school--------------------------------
Normal schoolR--------------------------------})eaf and dumb asylum ________________________ _ 
l'ul.Jlic buildings at capitaL---------------------
Other euucational and cha.ritable institutions_. ___ _ 
United l:itates penitentiary----------------------

TQtal ___________________________________ _ 

Montana granted February 22, 1880: 

Acres 
40,000 
40,000 
40,000 
40,000 
80,0(10 
40,000 
50,000 

170,000 
170,000 

500,000 

Purpose of grant- -
~chool of mines------------------------------- 100,000 
Agricultural college---------------------------- 50, 000 
Reform schooL-------- ------------------------ 50, 000 Normal schools __ _:_____________________________ 100, 000 
Deaf and dumb asylum------------------------- 50, 000 
Public buildlngs at capitaL_____________________ 1{)0, 000 
Deer Louge PcnitcntiarY----------------------------------

Total __________ __, _______________________ ----5~ 

ldabo granted July 3, 18!>0 : 
l'urpose of grant-

Scientific scllooL-----------------------------
University at MoscOW--------------------------

•Normal schools-------------------------------
l'euitentiary at Boise CitY---------------------
:rnsane asylum at BlackfooL-----~-------------
Other charitable, penal, educational, and reforma-

tory institutionS..----------------------------

Total------------------------------------

Wyoming, granted July 10, 18{)0 : 
Purpose of grant-

Insane asylum in Unita County ________________ _ 
renal, educational, and reformatory institutions in Carbon County _____________________________ _ 
renitentiary in AILany County ________________ _ 
Fish .hatchery in Albany County _______________ _ 
Deaf, dumb, and blind asylum in Laramie County 
Poor farm in li'remont County _________________ : 
Hospital for miners disabled in mines of State ___ _ 
Public buildings at capitaL--------------------
State charitable, educntional, penal, and reforma-

tory institutions----------------------------

100,000 
50,000 

100,000 
60, 000 
50,000 

150,000 

500,000 

30,000 

30,000 
30,000 
5,000 

30,000 
10,000 
30,000 
75,000 

260,000 

Tota.l --------------------------------------500, 000 

LXVIII-115 

Utnb, granted Jul.v 1G, 1894 : 
Pm·po~e. of ~ant- Ac1·cs 

Umver::nty ------------------------------------ 110, 000 
l'et·rnauPnt water rcser\'oirs for irrigation purposes_ 500, 000 
Jn~nne asylutn_ ___ __ __ __________ ____ __________ 100,000 
Hchool of mines in connection with university_____ 100, 000 
Deaf and durnu a!:!ylum----------------------- 100, 000 
~~;~~~~ :~~gjs-_ -_-_=-_-_:-_-_::-_-:_·:_-:_-_-_-:_-_-_·:::_-_-:_-_-_=-_:::::_ i~~·. ~~~ 
InRtitution for the blind---------------------- 100, 000 
i\liners' llo::;pital fur ilioolllcd miners___________ GO, 000 

Totnl------------------~--------~----------~~ 
Oklahoma, granteu June 1G, 190G: 

Purpo~e of grunt-
Un iversit.v _____ ------------------------------ 2!\0,000 

1o0,000 
2JO,UUO 
100,000 
300,000 

TJnlversity preparatory schooL-----------------
A~ricultural and mechanicnl college ____________ _ 
Colored agricultural and normal university-------
Not·mal schools--------------------------------

Total-------------------------------------- 1,050,000 

New Mexico terrltorinl grant June 21, 18!)8: 
Pt1rpo~e of grant-

Military institute----------------------- ----
Normal schools..------------------------=-----= 
Reform RchooL--------------------------------

50, 000 
100,000 

50,000 
50,000 
i'iO,OOO 
50,000 
50,000 
50,000 
GO,OOO 

Asylum for deaf and dumb ____________________ _ 
School of mines------------------------------
1 nstitute for bJID(}_ _______ -------------------= 
HoRpital for disabled miners ___________________ _ 
Insane asylum--------------------------------
.PPJlitentiary --------------------------------
l'crmfment water reservoir-------------------- 
Improvement Rio Grande anu increase of surface-

GOO,OOO 

floW---------------------------------------- 100,000 

Totul---------------------------------------~:000 
Arizonn. and New Mexico grunted June 20, 1910: 

rurpose of grant--

¥c~i6~ts~~yzi1ines---=--=------=-=-----------=:=----=------======---- 200,000 
150,000 
HiO, 000 
100,000 
200,000 
100,000 
100,000 
100.000 

Agricultural and mechanic arts college __________ _ 
Military institutes---------------------------
Normal schools-------------- - ----------------
Schools and asylums for deaf, dumb, and blimL---

~~~it!n~~~~~m~~~~~~~=~~~=~~===~=~==:=:=:=:::::=::: 
l\liners' hospital for disnbleu miners ________ ____ _ 50,000 

100,000 
100,000 

1, 000, 000 

Legil;lative, executive, and judicial buildings _____ _ 
Charitable, penal, and reformatory institutions ___ _ 
Payment of bonds issued by certain counties _____ _ 

Total--------------------------------------- 2,3~0,000 
The building lands receivetl by each of the States is shown 

I.Jy the followiug table: 

State 

Indiana _______________ _ 

Mississippi-----------
Illinois. __ ------------
Alabama.-------------
1\IissourL •• -------- ... 
Arkansas.-------------
Michigan _____________ _ 

Iowa .. _---------------
Florida _______________ _ 

Wisconsin ____________ _ 
California ___ ----------
Minnesota __________ _ 
Oregon_---------------Kansas _______________ _ 
Nebraska.. ___________ _ 

Nevada. __________ -----

Colorado .• ------------
North Dakota. _______ _ 
South Dakota _______ _ 
Montana ___________ . __ 
Washington.----------
Idaho . ____ ------------
Wyoming ___ ----------
Utah_. ___ -------------
Oklahoma..------------
Arizona. ___ -----------New l\:Iexiro .•• ______ _ 

11,620 acres. 
2 450 acres. 

Num· 
ber of 

sections 

4 
2 
4 

(1) 
4 

10 
5 
5 
1 
5 
~ 
~ 

1 
~ 

8 
10 

(1) 
10 
10 
10 
10 
20 
50 
20 
20 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 

100 
(i) 
50 
50 

Prnpose Time 

Seat of government..________________________ J8Hl 
____ .do ..•.. _____ ----- __ ---------_____________ 1819 
----.do.------ __ ._____________________________ 1819 

~= == =~g== == ==-= == =~=== === ====-= === = ==== == === === ~~~~ Public buildings at sent of government___ ___ 1831 
____ .do __________ ------------------------___ 1836 
_ ___ .do .... ----- __ ---------------------------- 183G 
Seat of government..________________________ l~!J 

Public buildings at seat of government_____ _ 1845 
Both purpo:;es·-------~--------------------- 1824 
Public buildings (rogranted in 1829).________ 1827 
Public buildings____________________________ 182U 
Not specified ... ------- ____ ------------------ 18~ 
Seat of government__________________________ 18-!!i 
Public buildings at seat of government______ 1846 
Site fer a penitentiarY----------------------- 11)6.1 
Publlc buildings at seat of government ___________ _ 

_____ do._. __ ---------------------------._.___ 1857 
... --do ... . --. __ ----.________________________ 1850 
____ .do ...• __ ._______________________________ 1861 
_. __ .do ____ ._----- ________ .__________________ 1!!61 
Penitentiary .• ______________ ._______________ 1864 
~ub).ic b~dings at seat of government______ 1864 

emtentlary. ----------. ___ -------- __ _ ______ 1864 
~u~lio b~dings at seat of government______ 1875 

erutenhary _ ------------------------- _ ----- 18i5 
Public buildings at seat of government______ 1889 

•.... do______________________________________ 1 !l 
_ ___ .do._ •• -------------- ___ ----- _________ ._. 1 9 
_____ do ...• . -------------------------------- - 18S9 
_._ .. do ....•..• ___ ------- .. _---- .•.••.•..•• _. 18\JO 
____ .do . __ .--------------------------________ 18!10 
••.•. do . _ .. ---------------------------------- 18\M 
••••. do __ ... -------------------------------- 1906 
.••.. do ...• --------------------------------- 1910 
•.••. do ••.. --------------------------------__ 1910 

• Sec. 33 in certain Indian reservations, amounting to 274,228 acres. 

This mal.:es a total of a little more than half a million acres. 
Following is n statement of the umouut aecrued aud paid 

on account of grants of 2, 3, and 5 per <.:ent of the uet proceeds 
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of the sales of public lands to June 30, 1910, as well as during 
the fiscal yea.r 1910 : 

State Fiscal year Aggregate to 
1910 June 30, 1910 

Alabama_-------------------------------------------- $749. 18 $1, Oi6, 404. 03 Arkansas_____________________________________________ 1, 676.80 319,032.92 
California____________________________________________ 15,718.58 1, 048,614. !)3 
Colorado _____________________________ ~--------------- 20,617.21 429,227.12 
Florida __ ----------------~--------------------------- 1, 098. 38 131, 239. 38 

Mf~~s==::============::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::: ----~~~~~~~~- 1, ~~: ~~: ~~ Indiana ____ __________________________________________ -------------- l, 040,255.26 

Iowa·-- ------------------------------------------------------------ 633,638.10 
Kansas·---------------------------------------------- 6, 180.63 1,118,426. 51 Louisiana_ ___________________________________________ 179.75 467,432.81 
Michigan____________________________________________ 393.77 586,579.96 

w:::i~t;c::======================================= -----~~==~~~~- 1, ~~: ~: g~ Missouri.------------- _________ ---------------_______ 1, 803. 49 1, 05&, 970. 43 Montana _______ ________________________________ : _____ 31,658.77 · 332,310.65 

~~t~r~~f~~~~======================================:~ J: ~ig: ~i 
5

~~ ~~: ~ North Dakota---------------------------------------- 39,448.72 473,354.64 
Ohio . _______ ----------------------------- .:----------- __ ___ _ _ _ ___ ___ 999, 353. 01 
Oklahoma_____________ _______________________ ________ 11,484.23 50,127.86 
Ore~on-------- ------------ ----- ---------------------- 13,532.09 688,902.14 
South Dakota---------------------------------------- 35,069.76 213,508. 12 
Utah ________ ----------------------------------------- 17, 310. 06 71, 596. 56 
Washington.._________________________________________ 13,018.42 380,718.00 
Wisconsin____________________________________________ 91.52 586, 137.60 
l\'yoming·-------------------------------------------

1 
__ 1....;~_4_-'2_._56_1 __ 1_7_4,_6_27_._62 

TotaL----------------------------------------- 276,401.92 15,606,721.90 

The swamp land act of 1850 was perhaps the largest single 
grant made by the Government to the individual State lJ.nd was 
largely frittered away. The State- of Florida re~eived the 
largest grant of any State and Ohio the least amount from this 
act. The following sllows the amount patented to each State 
to June 30, 1'907 : 

Acres 
Alnbama ----------------------------------------- 418, G20. 14 
Arkansas----------------------------------------- 7,685,255. 21 
California----------------------------------------- 2,042,214.99 
Florida------------------------------------------ 20,139,584.76 
Illinois------------------------- ------------------ 1, 457, 380. 98 Indiana ___________________ : ______________________ 1,254,230.73 
Iowa-~------------------------------------------- 871,702.71 Lou!siana (act of 18!9) ________________________ ..:.___ 8, 922, 389,. 43 
Lou1siana (act of 18::>0) ---------------------------- 394, 237. 4u 

lfi~~~~i~ra~~~~~~~:~~~~:~~~~~===~::::::::::::::::::: ~:~~~:~~~:~~ 
tH:~~~;r~!======================================== ~:~~g:gt~:~~ OhiO--------------------------------------------- 2~251~95 

~~~g~sln-:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 3,~g~:18~:~~ 
Total----------------------------------~--- 63, 3u6,541.01 

The school lands granted to the States, as shown by the 
Land Office records, are as follows : 
States receiving section No. 1G : 

Alabama----------------------------------------
ArRansas---------------------------------------
Florida-----------------------------------------
Illinois -----------------------·----------------~
Indiana---------~-------------------------------
Iowa--------------------------------------------

Louisiana ----------------------------------------
~~~:~~~pi::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
~lissouri----------------------------------------
Ohio -------------------------------------------
VVisconsin----------------------------------------

States receiving sections Nos. 16 and 36: 
California ____ ----------------------------------__ 
ColoradO-----------------------------------------Idaho __________________________________________ _ 

Kansas------------------------------------------
1\Iinnesota -------------------------------------
~Iontana----------------------------------------
Nebraska----------------------------------------
Nevada------------------------------------------
North Dakota -----------------------------------
Oklahoma- - --------------------------------------

~~~fg0I5akota:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: VVashington _____________________________________ _ 

Wyoming----------------------------------------

Acres 
901,725 
028,057 

1,053, 653 
985, 141 
601,04!) 
978,u78 
798,08ri 

1,003,513 
838,3~!) 

1,16:!, 137 
710,610 
058, (H9 

5,610, 702 
3,715,5G5 
3,063,271 
2,87G, 124 
2,060,991 
5,102,107 
2,631,155 
2,000,000 
2,531,200 
1,413, 862 
3,387,520 
2,813,ull 
2,488,671) 
3,368,024 

States 1·eceiving sections Nos. 2, 16, 32, and SG: 
Arizona------------------------------------------ 8,035,000 
New ~~~CO-------------------------------------- 8,464,000 
Utah-------------------------------------------- 6,007,18~ 

Total------------------------------------------ 77,404,365 

The bill as passed h ;.. : for its purpose the quieting of title to 
the school sections granted to the public-land States. By the 
pas.sage of tbis act contTover.sies over the title to the school 
land~ in eacll public-land State, pending from a half century 
in some cases down to 15 years in others, are at last 
settled. 

Notwithstanding this long perio<l of time, the Government 
asserted its right to claim the mineral in the land, unless the 
same had been previously passed upon by the Secretary of 
the Interior. 1\Iany contests were pendiug and no definite 
title or policy could be passed as to the~c school lands by tlle 
States affected, until the passage of this legislation which 
grants title of the school sections in place to the public-land 
States. 

This act places the State receiving tlle grant in a position 
to proceed in leasing or selling this land with a degree of 
definite understanding as to its contracts with the lessee or 
purchaser. 

In my opinion this is as beneficial legislation as any that 
has been enacted by Congre~s in behalf of the public-land 
States for a. period of a quarter of a century; and as stated 
by one well toward tlle front in a department of the Govern
ment: 

~'he Government, by the passage of this law, bas given iu value, 
at this time, mineral rights in the school lands worth a htmured 
million dollars to the States !or the t!<lucation of its public-school 
chiluren. 

The mineral contained in all the land granted to the States 
for the common or public schools becomes tlle property of the 
States, subject to the restriction that in all sales, grants, or 
conveyance by deed, the States shall reserve the mineral and 
all revenue derived from all sources. The revenue thus de
rived shall be placed in a fund in aid of th~ common or public 
schools. 

What this fund will mean to States like Colorado, Utah, 
Montana, Wyoming, Arizona, and New Mexico can not now 
be estimated with any degree of accuracy; suffice to say that 
the queRtion of title between the States and the Government, 
concerning title to school land, is finally determined to the 
satisfaction of the western public-land States. 

CALE.l~DAR WEDNESDAY 

Mr. TIT;SON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Calendar Wednesday business for this week be.. dispensed ~·tll. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that Calendar Wednesday business for this 
week be dispensed with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I aRk unanimous con
sent that my colleague [Mr. RAYBURN] be permitted to address 
the House for 15 minutes on next Wednesday after the reading 
of the Journal and the disposition of businef?S on the Speaker's 
table. 

Tlle BPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unani
mous consent that his colleague [Mr. H.AYBURN] be permitted 
to address the :House for 15 minutes on Wednesday next, nfter 
the conclusion of the reading of the Journal and tlte disposition 
of matters on the Speaker's table. Is there objection? 

There was no obj,ection. 
:Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

that on Thursday next I may be permitted to address the 
'House for 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani
mous consent that on next Thursduy, after the reading of the 
Journal and the disposition of matters on the Speaker's table, 
he may be permitted to address the House for 20 minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
FILING OF MINORITY VIEWS 

1\Ir. SPROUL of Kansas. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to have until to-morrow noon within wllich to file 
miuority views on the Indian oil leasing bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani
mous consent to have until noon to-morrow to file minority 
views on the Iudian oil leasing bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
ADJOURNMENT 

l\ir. TILSON. 1\Ir. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock aud 38 
minute~ ll. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesdny, 
January 18, H)27, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
1\Ir. TIL~ON submitted tlle following tentative list of com

mittee henrings scheduled for 'l'uesday, January 18, 1927, as 
reported to the floor leader lly clerks of tlle several com
mittees: 
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COMMITTEE ON .API'ROPRIATIONS 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
RE.PORTS OF COMMITTEES ON· PRIV·ATE BILLS ~"'D 

RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. 
1\Ir. KNUTSON: Committee on Pensions. H. R. 1638!>. A 

bill granting pensions and increafle of pew;:ions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Na-vy, and certain 

To amend section 10 of the plant quarantine act apprc;>ved soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil war, and to 
August 2~, .1912 (H. R. 16!7~). , .widows of such soldiers and sailors, etc.; without amendment 

District of Columbia appropriation bill. 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 

(10 a .m.) 

Authonzmg an appropnation of $6,000,000 for the purchase · (Rept. No. 1782). Referred to the OoiDl.Dittee of the 'Vhole 
of feed and seed grain to be supplied to . farmers in the crop- Hom;e. · 
failure nreas of the United ~tates, sai~ amount to be expended ' Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Claim~. H. R. 13580. A 
und~r tile rules aud regulations prescnbed l>y the Secretary of bill for the relief of Agfa Raw Film Corporation; without 
Agri<:ulture (H. R. 15973). amendment (Rcpt. No. 1787). Referred to the Committee of 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY the ·whole House. 
( 10.~0 a. m.) 

~·o amend the Federal farm loan act (H. R. 15540). 
COMMITTEE ON DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

(7.30 p.m.) 
To di.·cuss the method::; of appointing the meml>ers of the 

Honnl of Education. 
COMMITTJi'E ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
To muend the immigration act of 1924 by the repeal of the 

ua tional origin provision (H. J. Res. 250) . 
To amend sections 11 and 12 of an act to limit the immigra

tion of aliens into the United States, approved May 26, 1924 
(H. R. 12806). 

COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAmS 

(10 a.m.) 
To amend the act entitled "An act for making further and 

more effectual provision for the national defense," approved 
July 3, 1!>16, as amended (H. R. 444). 

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFF.A.IRB 

(10.30 a. m.) · · · 

To authorize the Secretary of the Navy ' to proceed with the 
construction of certain. public works (H. R. 114!>2). 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 
Under clause 2 of · Rules ·XXIV; executive communications 

"\\~ere taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 
- 87.7. A communication from the President of the United 

States, transmittillg supplemental estimates of appropriations 
for the Department of tlle Interior, llureau o:f Indian Affairs 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1!>27, $125,000; also pro: 
posed appropriations of Indian tribal funds, .$00,288.88; in all, 
$185,28$.88 (H. ; Doc. No. 649) ; to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ord.ered to be printed. . 

· 878. A letter from the S~Cl·etary of the Interior, transmitting 
a copy of a letter .from the Commissioner of Pensions dated 
January 4, 1927, together with a report of the Board of Actu
aries of the civil service retirement arid disability fund · ·(H. 
Doc. No. 650) ; to the Committee on. the Civil Service and 
ordered to ue printed. . 

. 8'79. A letter from . the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
reports relating specifically to the findings and awards in 
clamage cases of tlle Indians of the Tesuque and Jemez 
Pueulos, N. Mex.; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COl\IMITTEES ON P.UBLIO BILLS · A.!\TD 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule .XIII. 
l\fr. REID of Illinois : Committee on Flood Control. H. R. 

163-!>0. A bill authorizing preliminary examinations and sur
veys of sundry streams with a view to th'e control of their 
:floods, and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1783) . Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
:.;tate of the Union. · 

Mr. LEHLBAOH : Committee on the Civil Service. ll. R. 
13477. A bill to amend the act entitled "An act to amend the 
act entitled 'An act for the retirement of employees in the 
classified civil service, and for other purposes,' approved !\fay 
22, 1!>20, and acts in amendment thereof,'' approved July 3, 
1926, and for other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. No. 
1786). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committe·e on Naval Affairs. H. R. 
15830. .A. bill to authorize an increase in the limit of cost of 
certain naval vessels; without amendment (Rept. No. 1788). 
Referred to the Committee of the Wi-lOle Honse on the state of 
the Union. 

ADYERSE RJ<JPOR~'S 

Under clause 2 of Rule XII, 
Mr. GRAHA~M: Committee on the Jutliciat·y. H. Res. 30!>. A 

resolution directing the Secretary of the Treasury to furui!;ll · 
the House of R_cpresentntives certain information ·concerning 
tl1e Howell & King Brewery; ad-rerse (Rept. No. 1784). Laid 
on the table. 

Mr. GRAH~1: Committee on the Judiciary. H. Res. 374. A 
.resolution directing the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish to 
the House of Represeutatives certain information concerning 
1\.I. n. lllood and L. D. 1\Iayme, and for other purposes; adverse 
(Rept. No. 1785). Laid on t11e tul>le. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
·un.der clau'se 2 of Rule XXII the ·committee on Pensi~ns was 

discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 15858)· 
granting a pension to Pricilla Hillegas, and the same was re
f~ned to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under. cl!tuse 3 of Rule X...~II, public bills and resolutions 
~ere introduced and severally refen-ed as follows : 
· By lli. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 16:389) granting pensi9rls 
and increase of pensions to . certain soldiers and sailors of the 
Regular Army and Navy, and certa.in soldiers and sailors of 
wars other than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers 
aud sailors, etc.; committed to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

By Mr. REID of Illinois: A l>ill (H. R. 16390) authorizing 
· preliminary examinations and sm·veys of sundry streams with 
a view to the control of their floods, and for other purposes ; 
to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 16.391) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to execute agreements of indem
nity to the Union Trust Co., Providence, R. I., and the National 
Rank of Commerce, Philadelphia, Pa.; to the Committee on 
'Vays and Means. 

, By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 16392) to remit tbe duty 
on a carillon of bells to be imported for the Virginia World 
'Var Memodal, Richmond, Va.; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

· By M.r. D.ALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 163!>3) to amend an act 
entitled "An act reclassifying the salaries of postmasters and 
employees of the Postal Service, readjusting their salaries and 
compensation on an equitable basis, increasing postal rates to 
provide for such adjustment, and for other purposes," approved 
February 28, 1925; to · the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

-By 1\Ir. ROllSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 16394) to 
amend the 'Vorld War adjusted compensation act, as amended; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By 1\:fr. GARNER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 163!>5) g1·anting 
the consent of Congress to the Stru.·r ColL'lty Bridge Co., State 
of Texas, to construct a bridge across the Rio Grande River, at 
or near Roma, Tex.; to the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 163!>6) to provide for the 
preservation, completion, maintenance, operation, and use of 
the United States Muscle Shoals project for war, navigation, 
and fertilizer manufacture, electric power production, and 
other purposes, and, in connection therewith, the incorporation 
of the Farmers Federated Fertilizer Corporation and the lease 
to it of the said project; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (·H. R. 16397) to transfer the 
United States park police to the Metropolitan police force of 
the District of Columbia, ~ confer additional functions upon 
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the Metropolitan police, and to repeal the provision of law I By Mr. UPDIKE: A bill (H. R. 16428) granting an increase 
requiring street-railway companies to pay the salaries of cer- of pension to Anna J. Newton; to the Committee on Invalid 
tain policemen, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
the Dh;trict of Columbia. Also, a bill (H. R. 1642!)) granting an increase of pension to 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By l\1r. ARNOLD : A bill (H. R. 16398) granting a pension 

to Julia A. Roberts ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By 1\fr. BRAND of Ohio: A bill ~H. R. 16399) grunting a 

pen ·ion to Flossie M. Blauvelt; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16400) granting a pension to Irene :l\1cGee; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1G401) granting an increase of pension 
to Nancy Ellen West; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLOO:I\1: A bill (H. R. 16402) granting a pension 
to Hebecca Bristol ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 16403) granting an in
creflse of pension to Sarah J. Hanna; to the Uommittee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT. A bill (II. R. 16404) granting an in
crease of pension to Eliza Sears ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\fr. DEAL: A bill (H. H. 1G-!05) granting an increase of 
pension to Lucil1e Dodson llrown; to the Committee on 
P ensionH. 

By l\Ir. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 16406} granting a pension to 
William E . Drane; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16407) granting an increase of pension 
to Knte S. Callender; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

· By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. n. 16408) granting JlD increase of 
pension to George ·washington; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\Ir. ESTBRLY: .A bill (H. R. 16409) granting an in
crease of pension to Annie J . Peiffer ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16410) granting an increase of pension 
to Sarall Ann Garuet ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16411) granting an increase of pension 
to Rebecca Redcay ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FROTIIINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 16412) granting 
a pension to Emma J. Tirrell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By ~Mr. GARDNER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 16413) grant
ing an increase of pension to Alice Eckert ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16414) grunting an increase of pension 
to Mary Rogier ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16415) granting a pension to Jacob 
Sigler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

By Mr. KNUTSON : A bill (II. R. 16416) granting an in
crea e of pension to Clemnnia Parker; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAcGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 16417) granting an in
crease of pension to Kate Congdon ; to the Committee on 
Im·alid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIGAN: A bill (H. R. 16418) for the relief of 
James F. Alexander; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 16419) granting 
an increase. of pension to Ida A. Tuller; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By ::\Ir. ROWBOTTOI\1: A bill (H. R. 16420) granting an in
crease of pension to Nancy E. Hebb; to the Committee on 
In"'alid Pensions. 

By Ur. SANDERS of New York: A bill (H. R. 16421) grant
ing an increase of pension to Emma J. Philhower ; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pen~ions . 

By Mr. SCHAFER: A bill (H. R. 16422) granting an increase 
of pension to Leroy Palmer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\Ir. SEGER: A hill (H. R. 16423) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabetll Brady; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pens ions. 

By 1\lr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 16424) granting 
an incr <>ase of pension to Charles 0. Wallace; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 164.25 ) granting a pension to Eliza Vander
griff; to tlle Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 16426} granting an 
increa l'e of pension to Elhmbeth M. Snodgrass; to the Com
mittee on I n valid Pension . 

By l\Ir. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 16427) granting an increase 
of l)£'ll ~'~ ion to Zulu ..i. Springer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Margaret Gerber ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. UNDER"'\'VOOD : A bill (H. R. 16430) granting a pen

sion to Josephine ·woodrum ; to tlle Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 16431) granting a pension to 
Mary ·w. D. Perklns ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 

5051. Petition of Uncle Sam Council, CleYeland, Ohio, pro
testing against the passage of the Aswell bill, reqnir!ng the 
registration and fingerpri11 t ing of aliens; to the Committee ou 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

GOG2. By 1\lr. ANDREJW: Hesolution adopted by citizens of 
Beverly, Mass., and vicinity, indorsing ·the action of the admin
istration in the matter of the preservation of American property 
rights and the rights of American citizens in Mexico and Nica
ragua; to the Committee· on Foreign Affairs. 

50G3. By Mr. BRIGHAM: Memorial from the Legislo.ture of 
the State of Vermont, in form of a resolution, requesting that 
the enumeration of population be_ fixed, as heretofore, in the 
early summer, due to the difficulty of obtaining correct informn
tion in midwinter; to the Committee on the Census. 

uO!H. By Mr. BURTNESS : Petition of 99 residents of Cassel
ton, N. Dak., in fayor of increases in pension for veterans of 
Civil War and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

u055. Also, petition of Hon. Smith Stimmel and seven others 
of Fargo, N. Dak., in favor of increases in pensions for Civil 
War veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

5056. Also, petition of 1\Irs. Lucy A. Wilson, of Lisbon, 
N. Dak., and 21 other signers, in favor of increases in pension 
for Civil War >eterans and their widows; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ' 

5057. By Mr. BULWINKLE: Petition of 1\Ir. J . W . Beach and 
other citizens of North Cm-olina, protesting the passage of 
House bill 10311 ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

5058. By l\fr. CROWTHER: Petition of citizens of Johns
town, N. Y., in favol· of increases in pension for veternns of 
Civil War and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

5059. Also, petition of citizens of Schenectady, N." Y., in favor 
of increases in pension for veterans of Civil War and their 
widows ; to the Committee on In>alid Pensions. 

5060. By l\Ir. DALLINGER: Petition of a public meeting 
hel<l in Watertown, 1\Inss., January 12, 1927, expressing appre
ciation of the action by President Coolidge and Secretary of 
State Frank B. Kellogg in Mexico and Central America; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5061. By l\1r. ,V. T. l!~ITZGERALD: Memorial of Allen 
Council, No. 347, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
protesting against and opposing the Wadsworth amendment to 
House bill 6238, relating to admission of certain aliens without 
regard to present quota; to the Committee on Immigration an1l 
Naturalization. 

5062. Also, memorial of Troy Council, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, oppol'l ing amendment to House bill 6238, 
providing for admitting certain aliens without regard to quota 
res trictions; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion. · 

5003. Also, memorial of Arcanum (Ohio) Council, Junior Order 
United American :Mecllanics, opposing enactment of tlle \Vu<l.s
worth amendment to House bill 6238 and urging its defeat; to 
the Committee on ImrnigTation and Naturalization. 

5064. Also, memorial of Piqua Council, No. 80, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, prote~ting against enactment of 
amendment to House bill 6238, provosing to atlmit certn in 
aliens over and above the prc~ent quota restrictions ; to the 
Committee on Immigr ation aucl Naturali:r.ation. 

5065. Also, memorial of Gen. W. H. Lawton Council, No. 147, 
Junior Order United Alnerican l\'le<:hanics, Greenvllle, Ohio. 
protesting against enactment of amendment to Honse bill 6238, 
for the admission of aliens into the United States without 
rc;..,'llrd to the present quota law; t o tlle Committee oJl Immigra
tion and Naturalization. 

5066. By 1\fr. lJ'ROTHINGHAM: Petition signed by citizens 
of Easton, Mass., favoring the passage of further legislation 
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provi<ling increases in pension for veterans of the Civil War 
and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

G067. Also, petition of residents of Brockton, Whitman, West 
Bridgewater, Auington, Stoughton, and Avon, Mass., urging 
the immediate passage of radio legislation; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

5068. By 1\Ir. GALLIVAN: Petition of American Irish His
torical Society, John J. Murphy, chairman joint committee, 132 
East Sixteenth Street, New York, N. Y., urging immediate re
peal of the "national origins" clause of the immigration act 
of 1024; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

5060. By 1\ir. GARBER: Petition of the Oklahoma Branch of 
the Associated General Contractors of America, urging enact
ment of House bill 8002 ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5070. Also, petition of the Association of American State 
Geologists indorsing the Newton bill for stimulating more 
prompt and more rapid water resource investigations in this 
country; to the Committee on Interstate - and Foreign Com
merce. 

5071. By Mr. GARDNER of Indiana: Petition of Israel B. 
Denny and 27 other citizens of Washington County, Ind., urg
ing that immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote a Civil 
War pension bill carrying the rates proposed by the National 
Tribune in order that relief may be accorded to needy and 
su1Ieriug veterans and their widows ; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions. . 

5072. By Mr. HERSEY: Petition of Mr. C. P. Whitney and 
many other residents of Caribou, Me., asking that legislation 
ue passed aiding the soldiers of the Civil 'Var and their 
widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

G073. By Mr. IRWI~: Petition of E. J. Buell et al., of East 
St. I.ouis, Ill., urging the passage of pension legislation for the 
relief of veterans of the Civil War and their widows at the 
present session of Congress ; . to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

5074. Also, petition of residents of St. Clair, Madison, aml 
Bond Counties, to oppose the compulsory Sunday observation 
bill (H. R.10311) ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

5075. By Mr. KINDRED : Petition of the Maritime Associa
tion of the Port of New York, protesting against the- transfer 
of the American Republic Line to any other port as a pase of 
operations; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

5076. Also, petition of the Publishers' Association of New 
York City, favoring the passage of an amendment to the postal 
law restoring the 1920 rates to second-class mail; to the Com
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

5077. By Mr. MADDEN: Petition of sundry citizens of the 
city of Chicago, Ill., opposing the passage of the Sunday ob
servance bill ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

5078. By Mr. MAGEE of New York: Petition of Mrs. J. A. 
Coleman et al., Cortland, N. Y., in opposition to House bill 
10311 ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia . 

5070. By Mr. MANLOVE: Petition of 1\Irs. H. J. Kramer, 
EJ. C. Robertson, and eight other citizens of Walker, Mo., urg
ing the passage of legislation favorable to veterans of the Civil 
War and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5080. Also, petition of L. El. · Rainey, L. V. Baxter, and 39 
other citizens of Schell City, Mo., urging the passage of legisla
tion favorable to veterans of the Civil War and their widows; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5081. Also, petition of H. L. Jones, T. H. Leib, and 37 other 
citizens of Joplin and Webb City, Mo., urging the passage of 
legtslation favorable to soldiers of the Civil War and their 
widows ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5082. By Mr. MEAD : Petition of employees of Steamboat 
Inspection Service, of Buffalo, N. Y., on House bill 359 ; to the 
Committee on the Civil Service. 

5083. By l\lr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the 
Denver Chapter, Denver, Colo., Disabled Emergency Officers of 
the 'Vorld War, favoring the passage of the Tyson-Fitzgerald 
bill; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

5084. Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the State 
of New York, strongly urging that the headquarters of the 
American -Republic Line remain in New York; to the Com
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

G085. By Mr. OLDFI:illLD: Petition of citizens of Brinkley, 
Ark., urging the passage of widows' pension uill (H. R. 134.GO) ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

G08G. By 1\Ir. RAINEY : Petition of Mrs. C. R. Anderson 
and 20 other citizens of Jerseyville, Ill., and vicinity, against 
passage of compulsory Sunday observance bill ; to the Com
mittee on the Dh;trict of Columbia. 

G087. Petition of M. B. Keplinger and 4.8 other citizens of 
Franklin, Ill., favoring passage of Civil 'Var pension bill ~arry-

ing rates favored by the National Tribune; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensio:o.s. 

5088. lly Mr. RATHBONE : Mem01ial of board qf directors of 
German-American Citizens' League of the United States, pro
testing against change proposed in the immigration quota for 
Germany; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

G08D. By Mr. REED of New York: Petition of citizens of 
Frewsburg, N. Y., in behalf of a Civil War pension bill; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5090. By 1\Ir. REID of Illinois : Petition of citizens of Har
vard, Ill., urging increased pensions for Civil 'Var vetemns; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5001. By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Petition for the Civil 
War pension bill, sent by the citizens of Cascade, DulmiJUO 
County, Iowa; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

u002. By Mr. ROMJUE: Petition of G. P. Allen, Harry F. 
Allen, and others, of Putnam County, Mo., asking for legislation 
granting increased pensions to veterans of the Civil "rar and 
their widows ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5093. By Mr. S.A.~'DERS of New York: Petition of l\Iary A. 
Arnold and Mr. and Mrs. H. D. Starkweather, of Arcade, N. Y., 
urging the passage of Civil ·war pension increase legislation; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5004: By Mr. SWING: Petition of Lo.s Angeles Chamber of -
Commerce, urging the House of Representatives to dired the 
Rules Committee to report quickly a rule allowing vote on the 
Fitzgerald bill (H. R. 4548) for retirement of disabled emer
gency Army officers of the 'Vorld War; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

5005. By Mr. TAYLOR of New Jersey: Petition of sundry 
citizens of Newark, N. J., urging the immediate passage of 
House bill 134GO in behalf of Civil War veterans and widows; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

509G. By Mr. UPDIKE: Petition of W. M. Coy, L. J. Holt
man, Aurelia Smith, Eliza Luery, and others, all citizens of 
Marion County, In<i, favoring the passage of pension legislation 
for the relief of veterans of the Civil 'Var and their widows; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

5097. By Mr. WOLVBRTON: Petition of Oliver P. Smith 
and others, of Ritchie County, W. Va., urging immediate pas
sage of the bill granting an increase of pension to Civil "rar 
widows ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5008. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of citizens of Apollo, Pa., 
urging the enactment of pension legislation for the relief of 
Civil War veterans and their widows; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. · 

500D. Also, petition of certain residents of Monessen and 
Belle Vernon, Westmoreland County, Pa., urging prompt enact
ment of proper legislation to clear up the situation regarding 
radio broadcasting; to the Committee on the Merch~nt Marine 
and Fisheries. 

5100. Also, petition of citizens of Lycippus, Pa., urging the 
enactment of pension legislation for the relief of Civil War 
veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

5101. Also, petition of 0. J. Fleming and other resideuts of 
Irwin, Pa., urging the passage or House bill 10311, known as 
the Lankford Sunday rest bill for the District of Columbia ; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

5102. Also, petition of Rev. Hobert A. Blair and other . re~i
dents of Pnrnassus, Pa., for an acknowledgment of the au
thority of Christ qnd of the law of God in the Constitution ot 
the United States; to the Committee on Revision of the 
Laws. 

SENATE 
TuEsDAY, Jan·uary 18, 19B7 

The Ohnplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Our heavenly Father, we come into Thy presence this morn
ing conscious of our needs. 'Vithout Thee all our problems 
can not be solved favorably. We are left in the darkue. s many 
times with our conjectures and misgivings, but we come this 
morning with the consciousness that wisdom can he had from 
Thee. ·Help, we beseech 6f Thee, and so direct the engagements 
of this day t1.1at Thine honor shall be magnified and good ac
complished. Through Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to rend the Journal of yester
day's proceedings when, on request of Mr. CuRTIS and by unani
mous consent, the fUI·ther reading was dispensed with and tbe 
J ou mal was approved. 
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